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PART JI — Section 3— Sub-section (il) 

(t«r H*r?m *fr sftlWT) htot worn drworf dVt (tfar tin srsmm sft «itfffr) 

PifavrTFff *ttt M n<* faf«m» wriw tfk i 

Statutory orders and notificadons issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central Authorities (other than the 

Administration of Union Territories.) 


CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 


Income Tax 

New Delhi, the 12th November 1971 

S.O. 678. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of Section 122 of Income-tax Act, 196 L 
(43 of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it In that 
behalf, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes 
the following amendments In the Schedule appended to 
Its Notification No, ill (F. No. 261/2/70-ITJ) dated the 
22nd June, 1970, as amended from time t<5 time, 
namely ; — 

In the said Schedule against Salem Range, Salem and 
Coimbatore Range II, Coimbatore under Column 2, the 
following shall be substituted, namely:— 

Salem Range : 

1. Salem Circle. 

2. Company Circle, Salem. 

3. Circle I, Salem. 

4. Circle II, Salem, 

5. Erode Circle (all Sections). 


Range II, Coimbatore: 

1. Circle II, Coimbatore. 

2. City Circle II (All Sections), Coimbatore. 

3. Salary Circle, Coimbatore. 

4. Company Circles III and IV, Coimbatore. 

5. Pollachi Circle (all Sections). 

6. Tirlpur Circle. 

This notification shall take effect from 15th November, 
1971. 

Explanatory Note 

The amendment has become necessary on account ol 
re-organisation of Appellate Assistant Commissioners’ 
Ranges. 

(The above note does not form a part of the noti- 
fication but is intended to be merely ciarificatory.) 

[No. 329/F. No. 281/6/71-ITJ.l 
C, V. GUPTE, Under Secy. 


( 911 ) 
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siwa wr* 

trnr tt 

f# fc^TV, 12 dTmt, 1971 

rrtfo Wfo 6 7S . — TTUT-TT iffafazm, 1961 
(1961 Hd 43) HTVTFT 122 TT TTOTO (l ) 3TT TTT 

wforpfl ?jk ?(T frfkT ttT (tt*? ttpV wtjtV *mV *ft 
vifwcff spT ttri ^ g* %kiT trst tt iti, wrV dfa- 
(fo 111 ( t ET° Ho 26 1/2/7 0 — 5TT$o tVoTo) 
dkrar 22 upr, 1 97 0 it ttr, (ttit-ttit tc htt Twtfirr 
spjj^fV it fWirf^r Tjfffu ttrt £, : — 

THT SOJ^Tt (Tm 2 % sfl% (ToPT ^5f, TTT *fV 
spprmwT T^r — 11, HdHR-TT % TPR fairfTfVT 
srfamtfTti f%*rr Tm»rT, wter : — 

irifar kr . 1 • (t?pt (rf%r 1 

2. HRTTV (t?pt 1 

3 . Tf%r I, (pVt 1 

4. Trf%S5T II, ffifcr I 

5. kk (r^k ((mV tt s - 

*tft) 1 

^ar II, 1 . (rf%T II, HrVrtnjT 1 

2 . W?T (Tf%T II (HT*ft 

^FTT) htPi^T I 

3. ^rR (Tfkr, qrtiTR^T I 

4 . qmpfV (rf%r III *rk 
IV, ‘PkRgr 1 

5 . Tkfl-gft flfsp^r (*mr 
*pptpt) 1 

b. ftnijc «f%?r 1 

tt? wfa^Tdr 1 5 - 1 1-1971 # smrfV gpfr 1 

*qd(f|*iK^S fjRFT ■ 

it? TufriFT T?PT'P tfRct (xrtor) % kff k; 

^ HTTTT SfRlFRl ?V IRT & I 

(TT(kff fsTTT ITT (ifeHJTTT HT TRT dffl f fV^ 
ttfpt «TFfnr Era 

[(To 329(9 >T°S ! o 26 l/s/7 l-TT#o Zt° ToJ 

(fV° i\o Tjc^ | ^ 7 ; Trfi^ I 

Estati Duty 

Hew Delhi, the 21st December 1971 

S.O. 679, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the second proviso to sub-section (2) of Section 4 of 
the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1953), the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby modifies the Notification 


No. 10/F. No. 21/35/64-ED dated the 11th May, 1964 
published as S.O. 1712 In the Gazette of India dated 
the 23rd May, 1964 and Notification No. 4/F. No. 
301/37/70-EJX dated 31st March, 1970 published as 
S.O. 1319 In the Gazette of India dated the 11th April, 
1970 to the effect that every Income-tax Officer appointed 
to be an Assistant Controller and posted to the Estate 
Duty-cum-Income-tax Circle, Jabalpur, shall, and every 
Income-tax Officer appointed to be an Assistant Con- 
troller and posted to the Estate Duty-cum-lncome-tax 
Circle, Indore, shall not, perform his functions as 
Assistant Controller In the said circle to the exclusion 
of all other Assistant Controllers In respect of the 
estates of all deceased persons who immediately before 
their death were being or would have been assessed 
to Income-tax, had they derived any taxable income 
in any Income-tax Circle, the Headquarters of which 
lies within the revenue districts of— 

(1) Gwalior, 

(2) Bhind, 

(3) Morena, 

(4) Shlvpurl. 

(5) Datia, 

(6) Hoshangabad, 

(7) Betpl, 

(8) Guna of the Madhya Pradesh State. 

2, This notification shall come Into force on the 21st 
December, 1971. 

[No. 36/F. No. 301/37/70-E.D.] 
(PTFT-^W 

Ttftwfl, 21 fkPHFC, 1971 

VTo «n° 67fl — (PTTr-FJRl trffffkrn, 1963 
( 1953 FT 34) F$V OTTr 4 «6V 3 W< T (2) %■ 

fjtfftr trjf jitt srerr mPtdirt vr spfPr g^, 

k#lT TRUST ”PT Tttf, HTTT % WRf, dkftl 23 Tf, 
1964 if HTo TTo 1712 * FT it TFlfWd (to 

10/Wo (To 21/35/64 (To HJo ffRtiJ 11 T$, 1964 

Tk TTOT % fl-M'ld, dTfm 1 1 XT^vT, 1970 T Hffo WTo. 
1319 % FT ^ STOftffT Tfii^TTT (to 4 /W 0 (To 301/ 

37 / 70 — (To?jo, (rktur 3i tt#, 1970 ^ ofraara wit 
TTFIT ^ TTRrkd WT % (Dft ^T AllftdUli 
(PWSff 3TT5RT, fkd% TRTT Wl pTtikT ^ 
% T(T 5TF>TT fklT IFTT *TT TT fklT TlcTT, TTfft TTYt 

“blC t> rluT TTT fkft TFTHiT (Tf%w T *ft, 

TFTTTT : — 

« 

(1) RTfipTC , 

(2) fry, 

( 3 ) TkTT, 

(4) 

( 5 ) ^fiintTT, 

(6) ^PTRTT, 

(7) T§T, 

(8) TWT^I (TUT "PT TTT I 

fwf Jr fkir f (mV tw T?pFf7 P pta »t vt 
TTT3k Tkr, fkfv (T?rTT fTWTT ^ FT Jf {tthtt Pptt 
TTT tik THTT rrsf uTiffFT (rftpff, if ^TT'd 

fFPTT W TTWC wfSFkV 3W Jf T?TW 
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% 1FT Jf W^T T>f HltW cRTT RCTTV 

ffi77gIT> % IpT Jr PfW P-t'M I M9I K ti <-H <t I M I 9 °f> J 

J rf% r r, ^fft; T ttrt fan w ?rf?mff tt »t if 
STfa 'TT^TT 1 

2. ir? «(«^r 2 1 foqpsn;, 1971 1 

[To 36 ; %r° To 301 / 37 / 70 -To ¥foJ 


ORDERS 

Estate Duty 

New Delhi, the 16th. July 1971 

. 680. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
second proviso to sub-section (2) of Section 4 of the 
Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1953), and In supersession 
of previous notification in this regard the Central Board 
of Direct Taxes hereby abolish the Estate Duty cum 
Income tax Circle, Aurangabad and direct that the 
Assistant Controller of Estate Duty cum Income-tax 
Circle, Akola shall perform his functions in respect of 
the estates of all deceased persons who, immediately 
before their death were being or would have been 
assessed to Income-tax, had they derived any taxable 
income in any Income-tax Circle, the Head quarters of 
which lies within the revenue districts of: — 

1. Akola, 

2. Amravatl, 

3. Chandrapur, 

4. Wardha, 

5. Yeotmal, 

6. Nagpur, 

7. Bhandara, 

8. Buldhana, 

9. Aurangabad, 

10. Bhlr, 

11. Nanded, 

12. Parabhani and 

13. Osmanabad. 

2. This notification shall come info force uom the 
2nd August, 1971. 

[No. 17/1971— F. No. 301/37/70-E.D.l 
BALBIR SINGH 

snisr 


t* fcpff, io arrri \ 971 

PTo grtc* 680. — TP-T4T TjTT sfafam 1 953 
( 1953 *PT 34) *?T OT7J 4 ^ TTRTTT ( 2 ) % fapr 
ITTT TTH wfaf4f «TT JRTtT gt£, 

tfk frJr TrfaiT qff qrf srfafer 

RTTST PT TtP (RTTsTlRT RPRI 
Tfer, tftwrrT Pt YcB T fcf r ^tt- f, 
'tfYr fJfafT 3MT £ fa TTTRT PTcp ifa- 

WFTR Tfar, sfafaT TTf Tfl »Tfapff qff TPTTHTf # 
“t inn TT% 7 , PI TRTT T^TTT, faTPT, T -1 au tf^T ?t Stp 

T^r, snwr % fa^ f-TuVcr urn: fan w tt tt 

fart PITT TPfl t37fal ptf *7TT % fatfr srpm 


ufan if WDIRT fa^fafad TRnar 


— 


( 1 ) ifafar, 

( 6 ) THI 5 T, 

( 11 ) H*^r, 

( 2 ) 

( 7 ) WtrfTTT, 

( 12 ) 'Rirpjff, «fh: 

(3) 

(8) ^ffPTT, 

(13) YRTFIRITT 1 

( 4 ) Twr, 

( 9 ) ^rf^rRp;, 


(5) _ 

( 10 ) far, 


2. 2571111, 1971 ?rinjf?T5WV 1 


[To 1 7/ 1 97 1— ^TTI 0 ifo 30l/37/70-¥fo ^o] 

5RFfR TfaT I 


Gift-tax 

ORDERS 


New Delhi, the 17 th December 1971 

S. O. <8l.' — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 9 of the Gift-tax Act, 1958 (18 of 1958), and in 
partial modification of their order No. 25/1971 of even number 
dated the 2nd September, 1971, the Central Board of Direct 
Taxes hereby orders that in the Table annexed to the aforesaid 
order dated the 2nd, September, 1971, the entries under columns 
(2) and (3) against S. Nos. 16 and 21 shall be substituted by 
the following : — 


S. Commissioners of Gift-tax Additional Commissioners 
No. of Income-tax (Recovery). 


16 Commissioner of Gift-tax 
Bihar, Patna. 


21 Commissioner of Gift-tax, 
West Bengal- V, Calcutta. 
Commissioner of Gift-tax, 
Orissa, Bhuvaneshwar. 


Additional Commissioner 
of Income-tax 
(Recovery), Patna. 

Additional Commissioner 
of Income-tax 
(Rccovery-II), Calcutta. 


2. This order shall come into force with effect from 1st 
January, 197*. 

[No.'F. 330 2/71-G.T.] 


TFT-PT 

BfftcSfr, 17 f<WWK, 1971 

PTo Wf° 681, — d in T' T srftrfaTT, 1958 

(1958 <FT 18) tfT ffTTT 95RTWT Slfapff W 
S|tf t T s^, SIIt TT7. ^ 2 facFTT, 1971 % Tiff 
ROTT 31% T 025 / 197 I 3% Vil'iu: T j Fdf‘'d 

jit, STcJTW 3R ^tTI % fa d JTtsfi' 

2 f%dW<, 1971 % If STfWjf TUPTf R 
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file Ho 16 Hk 21 %HTH% RFR ( 2 ) Hk (3) % =ft% 

^ srfq-f^sxff % frtr *tr sr faFftfarr Mt anrp»m- 


Tftrfeff %■ fur tc fTR ^r fe p r sr Ri^ nf Mv r fw 

^rrtnrr : — 


fito 

RTH-RTHWRH 

STTT-Hl WC-HrgRd 

Rio 

hr-tt ttiw 


Ho 



Ho 



16 

HTR-RT RTPTRH, fRfTT, 


16 

HR RT-HTHRR, PdfR, 

HHT HTH-RT HUJRR 


Midi 1 

(R^fr),RRRr 1 


R^RT 1 

(R^fT), 9RRT 1 

21 

TtH-RT WHRd, 

sm-WlBhT-HPJW 

21 

HR-RR iURRd, 'j 

STRT UFT-RT HPJfR 


kkrrftklTH--5 J 

(TH^-2), WFHTI 


RRTH— 5, HHR'HT 1 

(RHvft-2),3OTFHTI 


1 


HR— RTT-OTRRR, TjYhT, 



1 



H/rkRv; 1 



2. H? Hlkr 1 HRHft, 1972 % ^ ?Iht 1 

[fiRo Ro 330 /2/ 71 -^-^] 
[Ho 37/1971] 

Wealth Tax 

New Delhi, the 17th December 1971 
S. O. 68a.In — exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 10 of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 1957), and 
in partial modification of their order No. 23/197 1 of even num- 
ber dated the 2nd September, 1971, the Central Board of 
Direct Taxes hereby orders that in the Table annexed to the 
afore said order dated the 2nd September, 1971, the entries 
tinder columns (2) and (3) against S. Nos. 16 and 21 shall be 
substituted by the following : — 


Commissioners of Wealth- 
tax 


Additional Commissioners 
of Income-tax (Recovery) 


16 Commissioner of Wealth-tax, Additional Commissioner 
Bihar, Patna. of Income-tax (Re- 

covery), Patna. 

*1 Commissioner of Wealth-tax, *1 Additional Commissioner 
West Bengal-V, Calcutta, j of Income-tax (Re- 
V covcry-II), Calcutta, 
Commissioner of Wealth- [ 
tax, Orissa, Bhuvaneshwar. J 


This order shall come into force with effect from 1st 
January, 1972, 


[F. No. 3ij/i/7i- w -T.] 

(No. 38/1971 ] 


hr-<*t 

df fWr, 17 fdRCRT 19 71 


2. XT? HTRW 1 STSFrtr, 197 2%5T?n?ftT 1 

[Ho <FTo 315 / 1 / 7 I— IJT-tPT] 
[Ho 38/1971] 

Neu> Delhi, the 28th December 1971 

S.O. 683. — In partial modification of order No. 23 
dated 2nd September, 1971 as revised by order No. 27 
dated the 10th September, 1971, and in exercise of the 
powers conferred by Section 10 of the Wealth-tax Act, 
1957 (27 of 1957), the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
hereby directs that, with effect from 1st January, 1972. 
the Additional Commissioner of Income-tax (Recovery), 
Jaipur who is mentioned at S. No. 19 of the order 
No. 23/1971 dated the 2nd September, 1971 shall also 
perform in addition to the existing functions, the func- 
tions of Commissioner of Wealth-tax as now specifh ' 
in the Annexure ‘A’ to this order. 

Annexuhe ‘A’ 

Technical Functions 

1. Revisionary powers under section 25(1) and 25(2) 
of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957. 

2. Jurisdiction proposals and other matters pertain- 
ing to Appellate Assistant Commissioners. 

3. All work relating to second appeals before the In- 
come-tax Appellate Tribunal, references and writ peti- 
tions before High Courts and Supreme Court and any 
other proceedings before these authorities except prose- 
cution proceedings and tax recovery proceedings. 

4. Matters pertaining to Income-tax Officers (Judi- 
cial) Authorised Representatives and Standing 
Counsel. 

5. All work relating to internal and revenue audit in 
the Income-tax Department and matters pertaining to 
Inspecting Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax 
(Audit) and Chief Auditor. 

|No. 41/1971- F. No. 315/1/71-W.T.] 

Rffksft, 28 fkFHT, 1972 


<61° WTo 6 82. — HR-RT HfHfRHH, 1957 

( 1957 RH 27) *hV HITT 10 STU HRU HpfiFff RR 

thth rthV ftp, nk Hkr urtkr 2 1 97 1 ^ RHf 

HW R1H Wiki Ho 23/1971 Rit RUTH: JHRitki RT^ 
ftp, jrrst rt rj? tpHfiru ?nkr RT<fa 

2 foWJ, 1 97 1 % "JRfRR H RMl^a HRoft H, Rio 

Ho 16 SfftT 21 % HFFt % (2) sjk ( 3) % 


TTRo Hto 68 3. — HlkTHo 27 RTfOR 1 0 f RJURT , 
1971 STTTT HHT gR^^ Tirfa 2 fkFRT 1971 
% Hlkr Ho 2 3 RH UFTR: RTFHTR RiTH ftp Hk 
gH-RT Hftrfkm, 1957 ( 1957 RH 27) HPT 10 
51T1 hrh RifRHRf tt hr1r ftp, kfFr 
Hti ipHfSKi f 1% hrt hirrr (Rgtft), 

vriry: 2 fnHRr ,1971 % utkr r<> 23/19 1 
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19#' % fwffff % STfatW 

siFm % ■jr fc#r tt #r rr w ttt^t % tttrrt 

V# t SFFTfr 1 972#'TF?FT tfitRT | 

V 

RFR/FT 

1. EPTTTT SlftrfRhR 195 7 ^ HTCT 2 5 (l) 

25(2)% STBftff STftRFlt I 

2. ?Tfenf#TT 5(# TWTTTTIiT sfrr RJFFC ?HW 
(«FfNr) # RRTfRrT 

3. srmrr 5ETTU5T ?TftFfiTN % RW fSdTR SPfrm, 
1 T6R RfFTTRiff #V RTR*H RrFRHR tf? HR^T fffiCTT 
srk ftz ?ri%m srfim^T +i^rf?#f tfh: *r ^ft 
^n#rrf^fT % sram _tr scftpruHT % rrst sfr 
Rrfpr # ^TParffRcr R*ft ^ft i 

4. srmrT ?rf#=hnt (^nifw) Rrftiw aRffafa 

sfk ^TPft ffrNF%R # rtr 1 

5. irrw: farnw # RRifTT [tfk tupr *rrfteTT 
# iF?rffsr<=r mfr rt# rjfft strep? sn^d 
(farterR) (*mterT) sfR *reR fmtepr # RFRfRjR 

RTff I 

[#o 4l/l97l/'FI"#J 315 — /l/zi-KRTTc] 


Gift Tax 

New Delhi, the 28th December 1971 

S.O. 684.-— In partial modification of order 25/1971 
dated the 2nd September, 1971 as revised b.y order 
No. 28/1971 dated the Kith September, 1971 and in 
exercise of the powers conferred by Section 9 of the 
Gift-tax Act, 1958 (18 of 1958), the Central Board of 
Direct Taxes hereby directs that with effect from 1st 
January, 1972 the Additional Commissioner of Income- 
tax (Recovery), Jaipur who Is mentioned at S, No. 19 
of the order No. 25/1971 dated the 2nd September, 1971 
shall also perform in addition to the existing functions, 
the functions of Commissioner of Gift-tax as now 
specified in the Annexure ‘A’ to this order. 

Annexure ‘A’ 

Technical Functions 

1 Revisionary powers under section 24(1) and 24(2) 
of the Gift-tax Act, 1958. 

2. Jurisdiction proposals and other matters pertaining 
lo Appellate Assistant Commissioners. 

3 All work relating to second appeals before the In- 
come-tax Appellate Tribunal, references and writ peti- 
tions before High Courts and Supreme Court and any 
other proceedings before these authorities except prose- 
cution proceedings and tax recovery proceedings. 

4. Matters pertaining to Income-tax Officers (Judi- 
cial). Authorised Repiesentativcs and Standing Coun- 
sel. 

5. All work relating to internal and revenue audit in 
the Income-tax Department and matters pertaining to 
Inspecting Assistant Commissioners o! Income-tax 
(Audit) and Chief Auditors. 

[No. 42/1971— F. No. 330/2/7 1-G. T. j 
B. NIGAM, Under Secy. 


ffl fr-H, 2 ! feTSIT: 1 971 

tFRu Wfo 6 84 — SCRFUR 2 8 / 1 9 71 RTThT 1 0 ftTcPP^T 
1971 TUT WT 9/TflfWT 0 TTFT 2 Rrttrt 1 971 % 
ffo 25/1971 «RT VTRRT: TTFrUPF jit «f,? 
SNRTTt STfafWR 1958 ( 1958 RT is) # ffRT 9 
STD JTTfT I'lpKi'i) zpT 5 FTRT ^ttr gm 5TDTST «TT? Rfi 

tjRTTTTr TdT if f«F TIT 3 ' STUFFr TTfiRfFr (Rfjyft), 
3 rEr I r ^ 2 ftia+^v i97i % scrr^ET iff o 25/1971 
1 9 Hr frwTff ^FTDft % srfalw, 

ci| ' 1<t ’' F FT I TT #1 STR SR JTTTD ^ 3 H I 5R T 

V# PrftRiMf, 1 tffRTd 1972# Tm ^irr 1 

TTFR>Trt Tvtf 

I. TRRPT srfafRlrff, 1958 aft 24 ( 1 ) sfR 
24 ( 2 )% ?Tt#R RtRR# iriTffhT I 

2 - srfh+iRdr ii# JiT’OTFTTti ?#? ?TT^tT 

( sr#? ) # ®rr# i 

3. DiWT- qtfivr fareftrr ?pflFrf 

ftpttxptt ttR ^cht *mrm % (?w 

R T f 7 ? TTf^RTI Dh" Trf'hMlx-i 'TThTlfshl 'iftT ^ 7 T 

TFiTi ft/i r % sENrrrr fnftRnWr # trw sw jft#- 

RtTfriRT flx# ipr# | 

4. w irfiwt (*rrft*), mftjfR irf?rf%fQ 

?tV wrmt iTiDFiRT# ^rt i 

5. sntm- f#wr # n/rdRdi ?frr trdt HTthn 

# Rdfr^FT sfR (TJTtnr 5TFFFT (f#ff 8 TN) 

(#t%it) v R itn rnftw # (trRw i 

f ff0 42/1971^To#o 3 3 0/2/7 ]-T-ff,v;J 

»T ) T% fwr, TTTT | 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL 
EXCISE 

Cdstoms 

Guntu r , the 4th June , 197 1 

S.O. 685— In exercise of th e powers conferred by the seciiom 
mentioned in Column ( 2 ) of the tabic below, i,as i Taff ^ 
the Collector of Central Excise, Guntur having been anoomi^ 
as the Collector of Customs Hunt, r, hereby, ,w/Lr JS e ihc persons 
of and above the rank of ofheers specified in column (q) oVrhe 
table below to excercise the powers under the provisions sreci 
fied in the corresponding entry in column (2) of the said table 
to the extend specified in column (4) thereof. J 


SI. 

No. 

Provisions of the 
Customs Act 
1962. 

Officers 

Extent of power 

(n 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

Section 104 (1) 

central 

Inspector of 
Excise. 

To arrest a person. 
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(i) (2) (3) 


(4) 


Customs Act 1962, given in the corresponding entry in col, 2 
of the said schedule. 


2 Section 107 Inspector To requite a person 

of Excise to produce or deli- 
ver any documen 
or thing relevant 
tojthe enquiry and 
to examine any 
to examine any 
person acquain- 
ted with the facts 
ans circumstances 
of the case. 


[No.t/ 71 ] 


(1) (2) 


1 Assistant Collectors of t8; 19; 21; 22 (3) (b); 48 and 

Central Excise, Rajah- 72 (2). 
mundry and Vijaya- 
wada Divisions. 

2 All Assistant Collectors 129 (1) ; 129 (2) and 142(1). 

of Central Excise in the 
in the Guntur Cent- 
ral Excise Collecto- 
rate. 


*ftHT 5$i«R 

W< 4 ^ 1971 

ttrfo wro 685. — PrcrffTf^T titti 4: ( 2 ) 

if T-frWr Enjptff jrn ttt mfarjff tt sttht 
t, t^o n[E-o ?rrf 0 ?rrrr^Tf, tfttt 
% TPEr ^ TT-qr^TT trgr pteF tt 
mw T ( 3) *r Tflife *r<r tt % wr gurr t 
srfdTFTfoff tt mrofj- if fTT^r ( 2) e frfW 
r tFTIT, TT% *T«T ( 4) t vflTTl -IT, trF-mFf TI 
Ttnn tt RTfsrvK ^rr $ i 


^0 mrnajvT 
To TfafTTR 

1 962 47 


Tftrcrn: 4^ t>it 

(>) (*) 

00 

(0 

1 tJTTT ftdlfPF 

farft srfafT Tr t-tttt i 

104(l) 


FtTI stFtT T 

1 xr r 

1 

21 

4* 

-*4 

1 

T fTT'r 

1 07 


3TT4T TT 

TTTI TTT V47Tir 

T TT5T3 fDT nq firfd 

T TF^fTT fTffl sqfpr 
4T tCttt I 


[t^stt 1/71.] 


S. O. 686. — 'In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec- 
ts h 34 of section 2 of the Customs Act 1962 (j2 of 1962) the 
Collector of Central Excise, Guntur, having been appointed as 
th c Collector of Customs wilhin the jurisdiction of the Guntur 
C ntral Excise Collcctoratc, hereby assigns to the officers 
mentioned in Col. I of the schedule below, the functions of 
',t e Proper Officer” referred to in the various sections of the 


3 All Superintendents of 

Central Excise in the 
Guntur Central Excise 
Collect orate. 

4 (a) Superintendents in- 

charge of Custom 
House, Kakinada 
and 

(b) Inspector of Central 
Excise, in-charge of 
Custom House, 
Ma9Ulipatnam. 


5 Sub-Inspector ot central 

Excise attached to 
Custom Houses Kaki- 
nada and Bheemuni- 
patnam. 

6 All officers of Customs 

and Central Excise 
down to the rank of 
Sub-Inspectors in the 
Guntur Central 
Excise Collcctoratc. 


7 All Superintendents oi 
Central Excise (Tech- 
nical) in the I.D.Os 
in the Guntur Central 
Excise Collectorate. 


lot and 103. 


13; *7(i)i 17(3); 17(4)3 21 ; 
22(3) (a); 2617:); 28(1); 30; 
3U 32; 34i 375 3*; 39; 40; 
4 I (U; 41(3); 42(1); 42(2) 
(c)42(2)(d); 42(2; (e); 
45( 2 )(a); 4; (a)(b);46; 

47i 5o; 5H 54; 59; (3); 

60; 61; 62; 63(2); 64 
(except sub-section (f); 

67; 68; 69; 72(1); 73; 77; 
79(i); 80; 85; 86(2); 89; 
92OO; 93; 94; 95(2); 95(3)1 
97; i44(U); 145 and 149. 

i7(U; 34; 375 77; 144(1) 
and 145. 


100; 106 and ito. 

Note : Section 106 is excepted 
in the case of Part and 
airport Visakhapatnam; 
Municipality in respect 
of work relating to the 

r ods under section II- 
of Customs Act 1962 
i.c. the officers mention- 
ed in col, I will not 
function as Proper 
Officers in the areas 
Specified above in 
respect of sections 106 
and 11-B of Customs 
Act, 1962, 

11-C; 11-J and 11-K. 

Note : — They will function as 
proper Officers in their 
respective jurisdictions 
uot covered by M.O.Rs 
manned by a Superin- 
tendent of Central 
Excise only. Superin- 
tendent of Central Excise 
(Tech) I.D.O. Visakha- 
patnam will not function 
as Proper Officer in 
respect of the area of 
the Visakhapatnam 
Port, Similarly the 
the Superintendent of 
Central Excise (Tech) 
I.D.O. , Rajahmundry 
will not function os 
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Proper Officer in respect 
of tie area of the Kaki- 
nada Port where the 
Superintendent of Cen- 
tral Excise in-char^e of 
Custom House Kaktnada 
will function as Proper 
Officer in respect of 
the area of Kakinada 
Port. 


K S Ltperintendent of Central 
Excise (Tech) 

I.D.O., Rajahm undry. 

9 All Superintendents of 
Central Excise in- 
charge of M.O.Rs. 


io All Inspectors of Cen- 
tral Excise in Guntur 
Collect orate. 


2i ; 22(3)(b); 63(2 ); (64 X 9 ; 

72(2); 129(1); 129 (2) and 

142 ( 1 ) (d). 

n-C; n-J and n-K. 

Note: — The Superintendent of 
Central [Excise in- 
charge of S.R. P. 
M.O.R. at Visakha- 
patnam will not 
function as Proper 
Officer. 

106-A 

Note: — They will not function 
as Proper Officer within 
the area of Vlsakhapatnam 
and Kakinada Peat 
areas. 


[No. 2/71I 

tJHo W)° 6 86. — TNT (xrfafTTT, 1962 

( 1962 5 2TT ) ft) (JTTr 2 ft) TTBTTT 34 TTTT W 

Wfftlft) TT SpftT TTllNf, ftHTET 

ft^T, ft^N THT? TfiTfftr W3T ft THT1 9J7T 
Trr^rr fftjTf fttft tt, fftPTfafarr g;ftr ft ett i 

t oft srfTTrfwf Tr tet =jftr % ttr 2 ft) ?t[NR) 

fjTTTt ft T) fit ftNl xrfTfRT 1962 ft) fftfft-S 

trrcrtr’r ft ‘Nfftr ^rfarnTV” ft jpet ft Nr 

TTfafr tttft ■> i ' 


1 

2 

1 RTTgr) ftrfN 

18, 19, 21, 22(3) (**}, 

TfiTT thtt- 

tjFjf) fftwrm 

T*TFT 1 

48 FPTI 72(2) 

2 ftrsfN ttttt 

129 ( 1 ), 129 ( 2 ) cf«rr 

TETgrf sftT ft 
Tft) T7TIR: WtfTT 1 

142(l) 

3 ft^ftT TTTTT 

5J?tp TTT^ftf ^ ft 
Tft)’*N)5Ffi 1 

101 TTT 103 


4 (?) srorfr wfterp 

tNt JpFiH'T, TTft)- 

<nrr 

(?r) Ttnrr fftduRP, 

■+ ft[ d d^-f I ‘ 

-.srm i 


5 ^ftNEST TT ftftft)- 

ft)fiT apTT- 

HTI % TT- 

fftf)WV I 

6 ^ ftftET T?TTT 

TTT5R? W?T ft 

■# 

TTf'TU WTT ft T'i cTT 
ft TtfT rNt 
1?IT TEfN TcTPT 
sfr I 


7 ftrfffa 3TTK 

3JR7 TRTjJTT SET % 
qft)fcr TfiTO Tltrf- 
mi ft wftt TTim- 
ftrrN 3RP? 
(STTfaflPP) 


13, 17(l), 17(3), 17 

(4), 21, 22(3) (v j , 

26(fi), 28 ( 1), 30, 31, 
32, 34, 37, 38, 39, 40, 
4 1 ( 1 j , 4l(3), 42( 1), 
42(2), (fi), 42(2) 

00 , 42 (0 (*)■ 45 

(2 )(*), 45(2; (w), 

46, 47, 50, 5 1, 54, 

59( 3), 60, 61, 62, 

63(2), 64 (T'TSrm('JT) 
ftxrfftfNcr), 67, 68, 69, 
72 ( l), 73, 77, 7 9 ( l), 
80, 85, 86, (2), 89, 

92(l), 93, 94, 95(2), 
95(3j, 97, 144(l), 

145 149, 


17(l), 34, 37, 77, 

144( 1) t[T 1 45 


100, 106TTT 110 
feitpft — fttRT Srfa- 

fw 1962T1 tJTTT 1 1WT 

ft ?pfntfr bit ft flrarar 

4*1 ft ft fft M 4r1 d n2 1 if 
TWT fTilWITcRT 
fftrfftf) ft STTTT ft TRT 
106 wftfSTT | JETT ftNT 
■tr?Tr 5r(ftfftrr 1962 ft) 
trm 106 fm n-^r ft 
TOFT ft, TTfVfftffttJ (faff 
ft 1 ft s-iiift nft wftr- 
SPK) "Tfar wfarrK)/' ft 
Wtf ft ■PET ■Tij) vftft I 

1 IT. 1 lRTTr 1 1? 

feofftt : — ft WTft rmrz wfft- 
ft, sit «mt9w 
ftrfftr T7TT? ft xrtft- 

TN Tg irffts IT) ftftf ft 

sr snft ff, Tfftr 
TftJYTt) ft ^q- ft ^ 
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qrffT 1 srerteEF qrstq- 

TFITT (srrfMfcTF) 

frqffflT T4rq f^air^lMi- 

T Tf%r Tfunfr £ 
wq- if qTNT diff I ?*ft 
wit srTyw qvjfr TTirc 
Tlf^flrF) CrqffflT 
5nmr, nTnq^r qrrqfcrtsT 

TfR % If, 4/T TT'Fr- 
•Ti-sr Ttqr ■fr/'-t. 1 f i q 41 
swiff fl-TfSEF niwrf srfsr- 
smft % qr if qnr qr^ir, 
TfRT ’afaq.'ITf % *T if 
qrpf Tiff qr^FT I 

9 WftWF, ^#T TPTTC 21, 2 2 ( 3) (r), 63 ( 2), 

ifJTq? (ttWot) 64( : «r), 72( 2), 129- 

^qftW 44T4, TRT- (l), 129(2) T*TT 

I 1 4 2 ( l) (t) 

9 sig wf^FRt ^3ff % 1 1-4, 1 1-37, T*T1 1 1-T 

wqt srurcf *rtrtw»r fawnjff: — ppr srf^zrr 
t?ht jj*«f 1 «nj5rfirFTd ^sr, fTsurRi- 
qr swiff snrfsEF, 
qrXfq 'dr'Tl q ^-T' TfT'T 
srfaqnft % if qipj Tjjrf 
qi^rr i 

10 *jtJT TRTfdt 54T if 106-4 

irrfV faff9T4 *vyp7 fc'Ttjff : — f fwiRTTSTT 
T?n?r I rPTT fTTfalTT TrR ^ 

Tfqr Rftpnff Y if 
414 Tift 4 ft I 

[7W 2 / 71 ] 

Central Excise 

New Delhi, the 19 th August, 1971 

S.O. 887. — In exercise of the powers conferred on 
me by Rule 5 of the Central Excise, Rules, 1944, I 
hereby empower the Assistant Collectors of Central 
Excise, to exercise within their respective jurisdic- 
tions, the powers of the Collector, under Rule 173-G 
(1) (iii) of the Central Excise Rules. 

[No. 2/71.] 
A. S. I. JAFFAR, Collector. 

qiirfftf T/TTq FJeFi 
zi ffpft, 19 SFTCcT 1971 
^Ro qffo 68 7. — JfrdftT TATI 4 faTR, 1 944 % 

ftm 5 irtr srtt wfawf qrr jftEt qr^t sfi, if qfi^sro 

%EftR SJFF % RRT^dWf TPTJ 


qfUTI" Spff if TcTlT faTR % fw 1 73B 
( 1 ) (iii) % sRRfcr "RTTT^Tt” qff uifqrff qrr wq wn$ 
qT 5TftR7R IdT | I 

[frw 2 / 71 ] 

tro tTRo trr^o ariR, i 

CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTORATE M,P. AND 
Vi I) A RBI I A 

ORDER 

Corrigendum to Notification No. 1 / 71 -C, Ex dated 
11th February, 1971, amended vide Notification No. 
5/71 -C. Ex., dated 11th November, 1971. 

Nagpur , the 14th December 1971 

5.0. 688. — For the word “do" appearing in column 
4, against the renumbered Serial No. 6 of the table 
subjoined to the Notification No. 1/71-C. Ex. dated 
11th February, 1971, as amended, the words “Officers 
not below the rank of Assistant Collector of Central 
Excise" will be read. 

[C. No. IV ( 16 ) / 8-5/71-CXI.] 
VIPIN MANEKLAL, Collector. 
(^«far UFTPT 5T5*P *WnT?tf W* R*tr rt TFT rft f*T>f ) 

57 1 T To 5To fTTtT 1 1-1 1-71 JFT 
TjfrftTT trfir^TdT rtzm 1/71 % To To fTdPF 1 1-2-71 
T>T q^ - | 

W, 1 4 19 7 1 

tJRo w'fo 688 rqr T»rtfiFT ffrtT^TdTRo 1/71 % 

To ?T 0 1 1-2-71 qff 5ET-TTT TRaft if JT' 

WT 6 31 RUTd FipTf 4 if ‘'fPTT" % JApT TT “?[%- 

5ft TrTr? sjf^r qr qmtfrr wr^rrf 4 i\ % £ qr 

it: T^’f r' q^r 4TiT 1 

[To To 4( 16) S-s/ 71 -To To 3^0 I] 

fafq-T TrTT-TIT, FRTKtff I 

OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL 
EXCISE, HYDERBAD (DN.) 

Central Excise 
Hyderabad, the 5th June 1971 

5.0, 689.- — In exercise of the powers conferred on 
me by Rule 5 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, I here- 
by empower the Asst., Collectors of Central Excise to 
exercise within their respective jurisdictions, the 
Powers of the Collector, under rule 173 (G) (1) (iii). 

[No. 2/71.] 
S. K. SRIVASTAVA, Collector. 

TITIT SIFT 

T^TTr-T/TT 

5 5PT, 19 7 1 

8 ft o 68 9. — T4frq TFqTT-WoT fnTT 19 4 4 Yd 
tjf 7 ! 5 w # 4^ wfvnri qr jttFt |n 
fr ip? fq- TTm-^q; 4gTnqr qft fn^nTi 7 3 rt(i ) 

(iii) q: snftT TTqT 7 qft urfqTifr qr TTqft ^q^ft-spr^fr 

^rRqrTvTT T 4tT 7 TTTT r Ttt qTCTT fi I 

[q'o 2 / 71 ] 

T^fTo qlo p l) d I J - r 1 7 , qtFfqTT 1 
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX, DELHI (CENTRAL) 

Income TAx 

New Delhi, the 5 (A Iamtary 1972 

S, O. 6900.— As authorised and directed by the Central Government vide Government of India, Ministry of Finance (Department of 
Revenue and Insurance), New Delhi’s order F. No. 1/1/69-ITB dated pth June, 1969, ki terms of section 287 of the Income-tax Act 
(43 of 1961), the names and'other specified particulars relating to tax defaulter* who axe, in default of an amount of Rs. 25,000 /- or more 
as on the last day of the Financial year 1970-71, are hereby published. 


SI. 

No. 

Name and address of the asscssee Amount of tax (Rupees in thousands) 

as on 31-3-1971 

in default 


For perod 
exceeding 9 
months but 
not exceed- 
ing 1 yeir 
& 3 mohths. 

For period 
of 1 year 
& 3 months 
& above but 
not exceed- 
ing 2 years 

A 3 months 

For period 
of 2 yeSrrn 
& 3 months 
& above 

Total 

I 

2 3 

4 

5 

6 

I. 

Sh. Abbas Hussain P/o. M/s. Rasooljl Buxji outside Hathi Pole,’ 

Udaipur. .......... 128 



128 

2. 

M/s. Bimal Glass Works, Firorabad 

.. 

57 

57 

3- 

M/s. Bharat Union Agencies (P) Ltd., to, Daryaganj, Delhi., 

• • 

81 

81 

4 . 

Smt. Champa Gauri P/o M/s. V. C. Durlabhji, Johri Bazar, 

Jaipur. 91 

• - 

, a 

91 

5- 

Sh. Daya Shankar Pandey C/o. M/s Raj Kumar Daya Shankar, 

Kanchan Bhiwan, Gandhi Nagar, Kanpur 63 

70 

m m 

133 

6. 

M/s. Dalmia Jain Airway (P) Ltd., (Under Liquidation), to, Darya 

Gan), Delhi. 

v\ 

OO 

805 

990 

7- 

M/s. Dalmia Cement & Paper Marketing Co. Ltd., 10, Darya Ganj, 

Delhi (Dissolovcd Co.) ........ 

. • 

1 1 194 

1 1 194 

8. 

M/s. Delhi Glass Works (P) Ltd., 10, Darya Ganj, Delhi (Under Liqui- 
dation) ...... ... 

.. 

284 

284 

9 - 

M/s. Golcha Properties (P) Ltd., ( In Liquidation), Jaipur. , 

• • 

ii3 

113 

10. 

S. Gurinder Singh Kairon, C/O Nondan Theatre, Amritsar. . . 44 


62 

106 

II. 

Shri Gulam Ali P/oM/s. Rasooljl Buxji, outside Hathi Pole, Udai- 
pur. ........... 1 12 

* , 

, , 

112 

12. 

Shri Govind Narain Tiwari , ( H. U. F. ), Fort Road, Jaipur. . 


324 

324 

13. 

Shri H. C. Golcha, ‘Sohan Sadan’, C-Scheme, Frithvi Raj Road, 

Jaipur. 

100 

• a 

IOO 

14. 

Shri Hans Raj Daga, Sujari Garh. 

• • 

382 

382 

15- 

M/a. Jaipur Mineral Development Syndicate (F) Ltd., Jaipur. . 39 

73 

109 

221 

16. 

M/s. Jaipur Mineral Development Syndicate (Firm), Jaipur. . . 

•• 

565 

565 

17. 

Shri Jeewan All through legal heir Shri Mansoor Ali, P/o M/s. Rasoolji 

Buxji, Udaipur 119 

a • 

. a 

119 

18. 

Shri Jagdish Lai Behl, C/o M/s. Pearl Woollen Mills No. 1,425, Indus- 
trial Area, Ludhiana, ........ 34 

7 

28 

69 

19* 

M/s. Jhumer Lai Swaroop Lai Tewari ( Karauli Section ), Fort Road, 

Jaipur 

. , 

230 

230 

20. 

M/s. Jhumer Lai Swaroop Lai Tewari (Bharatpur Section), FortJ 

Road, Jaipur. .......... 


270 

270 

21. 

Shri Kanahlya Lai Tewari, (HUF), Fort Road, Jaipur. ... 


217 

217 
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22. Late Seth Kundan Lai, Ex-partner of M/s. Kundan Sugar Mills, 
Amroha. 



1568 

1568 

23. M/s. Kundan Sugar Mills, (Dissolved Firm), Amroha (U.P.) . 

a . 


447 

447 

24. M/s. Mahabir Engineering Works C/o M/s. Raj Kumar Daya Shanker, 
Kanchan Bhawan, Gandni Nagar, Kanpur. 

118 

13 

2 

132 

23. Shri M.C. Golcha (H.U.F.) Golcha Garden, Jaipur. , 

40 

73 

52 

163 

26. Shri M.R..Dhawan, 4/8, AsafAli Road, New Delhi. 



2019 

2019 

27 . M/s. Maharaja Kishangarh Mills Ltd., Klshan Garh . 

, , 


72 

72 

28. Shri N. V. Jain, P/o V.C. Durlabhji, Johri Bazar, Jaipur. 

52 

r f 

5 * 

29. M/s. National Exhibitors, C/o M/s. Prakash Theatres, Amritsar. , 

, t 

t t 

46 

46 

30. M/s. Pearl Woollen Mills No. 1,425, Industrial Area, Ludhiana. , 

*4 

17 

48 

89 

31. Shri Prithvi Raj Daga, Sujan Garh 

, * 


160 

160 

32. Seth Puran Chand, 5-Curxon Road, New Delhi. .... 

. , 

t , 

43 

43 

33. M/s. Raj Kumar Daya Shanker, Kanchan Bhawan, Gandhi Marg, 
Kanpur. . . . 

19 

9 

8 

36 

34 - Shri Raj Kumar Dixit p/o above 

71 

65 


136 

3J. Shri Sohan Mai Golcha Allas M/s. R. Golcha & Sons (H.U.F.), 

Jaipur 

282 


217 

499 

36. M/s. Sohan Mai Golcha (P) Ltd., Jaipur. 

48 


28 

76 

37. Shri Surinder Singh Kairon, C/o Neelam Theatre, Chandigarh. , 

. . 

. , 

104 

104 

38. M/s. Udaipur Mineral Development Syndicate (P) Ltd., Jaipur. 

. . 

, . 

150 

150 

39. M/s. Vishnu Motors & Finance (P) Ltd., 48, Asaf Ali Road, New 
Delhi, 


136 

to8 

244 

40. M/«, V. C. Durlabhji, Johri Bazar, Jaipur 

45 

•• 


45 


[No.' 3(SI/PN(3)/C/7 i-7 2 ).] 

P. L. MALHOTRA, 
Commissioner of Income Tax. 

rtr-vt wnym wrarfan, fafat (v afar) 

RTR-R^ 

5 Riq ft, 1972 

tf{T° <ft o 690. — tTPHTT: WftrfTTtT, 196l|(l961 (43) RfU' 287 ii'jH 1 ^ 11 1 Tfl f*m 

rrtcpt (iiw aftRT fruFr), fawft % *n^r 1/ i/69-*nf° fto fto 9 i»69 btrt«NW 

RTm: $ HTftrfT ^ Prefer, rr rpc wpmrff, rtrr ftrgfa ffafto *n$ 1970-71 % ufaiR for nr 25,000 /- 
RRit m *rftpp ift Tffa % fait ^Rr t» Rfaf r tw Prwff <^s,ki swrfviR farr ribt | 1 


31-3-1971 «ffy ufa (vm gsjrftr ir) 


epR pTUffaft RT RTR R 'TWT 


9 RT$t RftpF 
Ph’TT 1 R^ R 
<ftR RT$ ?T RR- 
ffepF*?tRRfa 
% faR 


1 RiJ 3 RRJ 
R RE% RfRRT 
fa^ 2 ^ T 
3 RT$ ft RRftPF 
R?T RRfa 

fait 


2 R^ <fac 3 RTTT R fPT 5ftR 
>RRft wft)"ti *ft 
RRfa % fait 


1 


2 


3 4 5 6 


1 nfr WTR g^R RFfalT, fto Tg^fat RRR 
Cft g p ftRfa % RTfT, RRRJT | 


128 


128 
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2 fawsnwrw toP, farrowr? i 



57 

57 

3 WTT5T JjfTOT CffofPw (STo) fao, 

1 0 — SfUTFM, foXr 



81 

81 

4 «flTHcft WRT jfHP, WPftSR *fto ifpo 

5?rw^t, tojt 

91 



91 

5 «sfP wrw Tti 1 , am Trsffwn: to- 

tot, •tN't tot, irWt tot, wrnr^r: . 

63 

70 


133 

s m rtf YMfror qrolw (uto) Pwo 

(TfTRWmwFT) 1 0 — qfTOTO, XMP 


‘185 

805 

990 

7 Wtft SltfPTO Wpife f Xl Hltffew tfo f?fo 

io — 5f<*)FN, ftwfl (frofer^o) . 



11194 

11194 

8 AX pTOft TOTT (STTo) fao, 10 — 

dwftr, ftXP (TfTTOmrtfFr) 



■ 284 

284 

9 AX Ttror ymXPr (rto) fao, (qfr- 
toffttoFt) wwjt 



113 

113 

1 0 tTWo ^PM< ffl$ ifrcf, HTT ?TOT faXr, 
IFJ5TBT .... 

[44 


62 

106 

ii wP < jwpt w*ft, wpfPrr < 4X Tgwaft 3T*nfP, 
^nPPrtw % tot^:] 

112 



112 

12 WP TftfPK -iKWI froPPj (?o Wo ^o) 

^ti -pHr, tojt; 



324 

324 

13 >sfp wP qpwwr, ‘Xp tot’ bPo ?q5Pw, 
<J«ftTR tX wqjr: 


100 


100 

14 p 4P ^TRM TFTT, H.^1 iTOl> 

• 4 

4 4 

382 

382 

15 AX TOJT fTOFT TWlX FX1W 

(STTo) fao, TOJT 

39 

73 

109 

221 

16 AXtoJT fBTOT TiHlX PwXXf 

(T^)jWJf5T 



565 

565 

17 4P AP^FT Wtft JTTT NdiurfroiPP *fP 

w^rwtfp WnfPiWT AX T^XP *PfXP, 
tofjt: .... 

119 



119 

18 *fT^f iiu 

fXw »r° i,42sj ijfXv 

^fTOFTT 

34 

7 . 

28 

69 

19 4X H6<. ?fl<!l Cll^ Jd 5 )!^ (®t> Ovfl 

A«NH) <ET t PPr, TOJT; 


4 4 

230 

230 

20 AX SJTOTIW TOFT WT?T fXrOf (WTOJT 

twr) ( At£ TIT, TOJ?! 


• * 

270 

270 


21 sfr wrw frorPP (fpjo wo jo) 
Tt¥, WWJT 


217 


217 


922 


the Gazette 6# India: February 26, 1922/PttAEGtlNA 1 . 1895 


{Part tt— 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

22 MM, 'FFlkl*,. 

f^r sttw ?pR ffr?B, sfr^t 



1568 

1568 

23 $*FT WRT ^ fBRT (P^ldd 95$) 

snrdfT (^° jto) . 



447 

447 

24 4TB# H^Ffk ^flfBqfUT *PRf ffTTT 4# 
TTJif*rn: ?wr, «m, 

TTttfV •FR, . 

118 

12 

2 

132 

25 P-ft qR° $t t^RTT, (?° 5T° f o) »ftw 

40 

73 

> 

52 

1*5 

26 t^To *TR° mn 4/8 STTRRft tte, 

.... 

• » 

• * 

2019 

2019 

27 R^RTSB fWFRS, f$Etf P«PHt*, 

fWFT« . 

4 • 

* • 

72 

72 

28 “ift OF" fto $1T, *TFfRR$t" *ft° 5$*Esfr, 
oftjrd 5T5TR, ^PTJT 

52 



52 

29 *Nrcf ^KMT'ff rTjjftfcd 3RT Sf^FTRT 

f*Pte$, *np*R . 



46 

46 

30 ^ERf RFf ^JFTT fiTF^T Ro 1,42 5, ^*faj7K-l 
qfW, SjfiFTFTT 

24 

17 

48 

89 

31 «fr WtER TFTT, gitFFra 

. • 


160 

160 

32 $5 ^FT ^FT, 5-^T Tfr, fe=ft . 



43 

43 

33 El'll fOR ^TTWE, 9FFT IFFT, iTtlft 

fFR, 95wpc 

19 

9 

8 

36 

34 > sft' EN^OK ^tftFT, FFflFR 3NlT- 

.... 

71 

65 

• * 

136 

35 «ft EltfpT ETFT $RTFT ^ $6$ *TRo 
iflERT (f$° ST° ^o), 

5TET5E .... 

282 

• » 

217 

499 

36 $6$ ETt^FRT $lW (RT°) PMfo^, 

FRJE .... 

48 

• 

28 

76 

37 sfV ^fRR faf 3RT 'ft^FT WfeT, 

, 5RfPra .... 


• * 

104 

104 

38 Rfllf f ^TFR Fifr£)%tr ( RT° ) 
f%o, 3FTJT 

♦ • 

t * 

150 

150 

39 $6$ faTFJ $R$ <7R 95T#B (RT°) 

fOT°, 4 / 8 , WEFRft ■Cls, Pt^Pl 


136 

108 

244 

40 $6$ $t° Efto SfTFR, 

^4,1 .... 

45 



45 


( 3)/fft/l 97 1—72)] 
tfto q^o mw wnjw i 
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MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi, the 3rd January 1972 

S.O. 691. — The Government of Gujarat having 
nominated Shri Maheshbhai Jashwantlal Shah, Chair- 
man, Gujarat State Industrial Cooperative Sangh, 
Abmedabad, to be a member of the Central Silk Board 
in place of Shri Shambubhai Patel under clause (g) 
of sub-section (3) of section 4 of the Central Silk 
Board Act, 1948 (61 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby appoints him as a member of the Central Silk 
Board upto the 27th September, 1973 and makes the 
following further amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Foreign, Trade 
No. S.O. 1522 dated the 23rd April, 1970, namely: — 

In the said notification against serial number 28, the 
following shall be substituted namely: — 

“28. Shri Maheshbhai Jaswantlal Shah, Chairman, 
Gujarat State Industrial Cooperative Sangh, 
Ahmedabad.” 

[No. F. 21/l/70-Tex(F) ] 

f*iwr *finr<HT uurutT 

fit fewt, 3 srfiTft, 1972 

Wo UTo 6 91. — tunrttt, UfaffiTU, 1948 

( 1 948 fit, 6i) urTr 4 twitt 3 $ (®) 

% CprTfifi «sff WP«J Hit ITT % TUFT TT fiTTru UTWr JTTTi 
eft fi^DT UTf UTFrflTnU HIT?, TPUftT, >|UTrU TTTU 
trVsfrffiT fiTpnfr mi, upruanu n't uri 

% «t qr UfTT % T*T T RUFflU f%T UiU IT WsflU 6 TT>TT, 

27 fuu«rT, 1973 tm twgt zti n tjT butt 
n nt t^' ffi^Rt qruft | tut wrru 

(RTR % fW 3TTTTT BUTUT nt Ufa^UfiT To 
nto WT° 1 52 2 ftfitfiT 23Utu, 1970 if ffiffifafaT 
ufafrru ff ntufi TTfit t , uufa: — 

ttt ufu^ufiT if nu w'o 28% urfi% f-TRiTT 
TfdTurfTU four ttTtt, wufa:- 

“28 Nt fiifTTfiTt WTU-TWId , 

ijuttu ttw uVurfTT ^wrY tig, i 

[fio W° 2l/l/70-2 3 fB(t[ ( fio)] 

S.O. 692.— The Government of Uttar PradeEh hav- 
ing nominated Shri A. K. Sharma, Commissioner and 
Director of Industries, Government of Uttar Pradesh, 
Kanpur, to be a member of the Central Silk Board in 
place of Dr. T. G. K. Charlu under clause (g) of sub- 
section (3) of section 4 of the Central Silk Board Act, 
1948 (81 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
appoints him as a member of the Central Silk Board 
and makes the following further amendment in the 
notification of the Government of India in the Minis- 
try of Foreign Trade No, S.O. 1522 dated the 23rd April, 
1970, namely: 

In the said notification, against serial number 18, 
the following shall be substituted, namely: — 

"18. Shri A. K. Sharma Commissioner and Direc- 
tor of Industries, Government of Uttar Pra- 
desh, Kanpur.’’ 

[No. F. 21/l/70-Tex(F,)] 

apTo UTo6 92-%ufET ufaffifiT, 194 8 

( 1948 W 6 1 ) gi"U 4%tTTgTTT 3T1I (^) 


% uuufT Tro ?fo «fy % 0 ut t tuft tut t%?t tr- . 

WT3TTI »fif TTo %o W, 5JFTTT WT TUPT ffiTTT 
TUT 5T^ST UfWT, THfiJT W q.'sftfi ^TTTT wts % 

tut % if fiurfikr f tft urfi tt, %ut7t ttctut: 
T?| trfi^STTT %-ifrfi TWT fiTj % F/T U3TU % ¥T T 
ffiUTU qruff | UUT UTTfi fiTTHT % 57T9TT TUTUT 
%t wfa^UfiT W W° UTo 1522 fcfiT=F 23 
1970 if ffipfrqu ufufufcT TjUrtSR TTfiT $, uuffi 

TUT flfsp^TfiT ^ Tfi RW 18 % RTfiT ffiifit 
TU STftUUTfTU fWTT TRPTT, TTUfaT:- 

“ 1 8 «ft Ro q,*o TTUf , 

trruw rut TssrEr ffituqr, tut ur^rr i 

■TTfi'JT "l 


(To Wo 2l/l/7 0-TW (t?9io) 

CJU° ^'Ur, TT fifufi I 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd January 1972 

S.O. 693. — In exerciie of the powers conferred by 
section 3 of the Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 
1955), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following Order further to amend the Textiles (Pro- 
duction by Powerloom) Control Order, 1950, namely: — 

1. (1) This Order may be called the Textiles (Pro- 
duction by Power-loom) Control (1st Amendment) 
Order, 1972. 

(2) It shall come into focce at once. 

2. In the Textiles (Production by Power-loom) Con- 
trol Order, 1956 (thereinafter referred to as the said 
Order), clause 6 shall be renumbered as sub-clause 
(1) of that clause, and after sub-clause (1) as so re- 
numbered, the following sub-clause shall be inserted, 
namely: — 

“(2) While granting the permission under sub- 
clause (1), the Textile Commissioner shall specify — 

(a) the type of yarn to be used on such power- 
loom, and 

(b) the Reed Space of the loom to be acquired or 
installed.” 

3. In clause 6A of the said Order — 

(i) for the opening paragraph, the following para- 
graph shall be substituted, namely: — 

“No person, whether by himself or jointly with 
others, except with the previous permission 
of the Textile Commissioner, shall weave cloth 
out of any yarn — 

(a) in the case of a power-loom existing at the 
commencement of the Textiles (Production by 
Power-loom) Control (1st Amendment) 
Order, 1972, other than the yarn on which the 
power-loom was working immediately before 
such commencement; and 

(b) in any other case, other than the yarn speci- 
fied under-sub-clause (2) of clause 6 by the 
Textile Commissioner.” 
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(li) lor Explanation II, the following Explanation 
•shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Explanation II .— A certificate issued by the 
Textile Commissioner or the State Government 
or any officer authorised in writing by the 
Textile Commissioner or the State Government 
in Form C as regards the types of yarn used 
on the power-looms shall be considered suffi- 
cient proof for the purposes of this clause.”. 

4. Clause 6B of the said Order shall be omitted. 

5. In clause 7 of the said order, for the word and 
figure ‘‘clause 6”, the word, figures and letter “clauses 
6, 6A” shall be substituted. 

6. In Form C appended to the said Order — 

(ii) for the words, figures and letters “during the 
period of one year ending on the 31st July, 1956”, the 
following shall be substituted, namely: — 

“during the period of one year ending on the 31st 
July, 1956 the period immediately before the 
commencement of the Textiles (Production by 
Power-loom) Control (1st Amendment) Or- 
der, 1971.” 

(ii) for the words “Signature of the Officer of the 
State Government” the words “Signature of the Offi- 
cer” shall be substituted. 

[No. F. 2(l)Tex(F)/65] 
M. L. GUPTA, Dy. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 21st January 1972 

S.O. 694. — In partial modification of the Government 
of India, late Ministry of Industry notification No. 22/ 
2/62-E. Pty. dated the 10th December, 1962 published 
on page 397 of Part I-Section I of the Gazette of India 
dated the 15th December, 1962, the Central Government 
hereby cancels the appointment, of Shri B. R. Chakra- 
barty, Inspector of Central Excise, Shillong as Inspec- 
tor of Enemy Firms vide entry No. 4 of the said notifica- 
tion. 

In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 4 of 
the Enemy Property Act, 1968, the Central Government 
is pleased to appoint Shri Anadi Ranjan Bhattacharjee 
Inspector of Enemy Property, Shillong, in addition to 
his duties vice late Shri B. R, Chakrabarty. 

[No. 3(45)/71-EI&EP.J 
21 oFFTfl', 1972. 

tfo 694 — *nTT ^ trw, 1 , ws 1 % ^ 

397 TT 15 fWRT, 1962 JRTftrfT, *TTTfT 

sxurn: % ‘sjepjsf Tifw w ^fFr wtvR q?r 
Ro 22 / 2 / 62 -$° Jnrff, fwfar 10 fww<, 1962 n 
titfviTi’ IPfftH'T TT gT(, Ti-flu (R'td <, 

if, sfr ■PTTo 

tfpF, ftRUT, ^ TdTSTCT Wrft % — 

^PT 4>V RpTfe 4 I 

^ wfetwr, 1968 qft tnrr 4 sru 

*FT ST E ft 7 T *FT?r gtj, "ff-tTlu RWTT 0 

■snRfff % WFT <TT Wfe T5R «TffdRl4T, 

fernr, 'Ft ^ 

RHfn % frfttiTY % ! FT$t | i 

[R° 3 (45)/71-f° 'fro] 


New Delhi, the 19 th February 1972 

S. O. 695 — la Pursuance of rule 8 of the export of 
Frozen Lobster Tails (Inspection) Rules, 1971 , the Central 
Government hereby appoints the persons mentioned in Column 
(2) of the Table given below as the panel of experts for the 
purpose of hearing appeals under the said rules against the 
decision of the Export Inspection Agency mentioned In the 
corresponding entry in Column (1) thereof. 

provided that when a member of any of the said panels 
is piissnally interested in the subject matter of any appeal 
he shall not take part in the proceedings relating to that appeal. 

Table 


Authority Place of hearing of appeal and persons conBtitu- 
against whose ting the panel of experts to which appeal lies 
decision 
appeal lies. 


5 

2 


1- Export; 
Inspection 
Agency — 
Cochin 

Cochin Region (Covering the States of Kerala) 
Mysore and the Union Territories of the 
Laccadives, Minicoy and Amindivl Islands) 


1 . The Chairman, Marine Produ- 
cts Export Promotion Coun- 
cil M.G. Road, Ernakulam, 
Cochin 

Ex-officio 

Chairman 


2. The Director, Central Insti- 
tute of Fisheries Techno- 
logy, Ernakulam, Cochin. 

Ex-officio 


3- The Director of Fisheries, 
Government of Kerala, 
Trivandrum. 

Ex-officio 


4, The Director of Fisheries , 
Govrcnment of Mysore, 
Bangalore 

Ex-officio 


5. The President/Vice President, 
Sea Food Exporters Asso- 
ciation of India, Thoppum- 
pady. Cochin. 



6. Shri M. Mukundan Unni, 
Managing Director, Kerala 
Fisheries Corporation Limi- 
ted, Shanmugham Road, 
Ernakulam, Cochin 



7. Shri R- Madhavan Nayar, 
Cochin Company Pvt. Ltd., 
Cochin. 



8. Shri M. Dcvidas menon, 
Director, Indo-Norwegian 
Project, Cochin* 



9. The Deputy Chief Executive 
Export Inspection Agency, 
Manohar Building, M.G. 
Road, Cochin 

Ex-officio 

Convener 

2. Export 
Inspection 
Agency— 
Bombay 

Bombay Region Coverjng the States of Maha- 
rashtra, Gujarat and the Union Territories 
of Goa, Daman, Diu, Dadra and 

Najjar Hayeli 


1. The Joint Director, Export 
Promotion, Office of the 
J.C.C.I.&., Bombay New 
Marine Lines, C.G O. 
Building, Bomba} 

Ex-Officio 

Chairman 


2. The Director of Fisheries 
Govt. of Maharashtra, 

Taraporawaja Acquaiium, 
Netaji SubhasRoad, Bombay 

Ex-officio 
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3. The Director of Fisheries, Ex-officio 
Govt, of Goa, Daman & Diu 

Panjim, Goa. 

4. The Offlcer-in-Chargc, Re- Ex-officio 

gional Office of the Central 
Institute of Fisheries 
Technology, Sassoon Do- 
cks, Colaba, Bombay 

5. The Administrator, Mahara- Ex-offido 

shtra Rajya Machimar 
Sahakari Sangha Limited, 

3, Mahatma Phule F ish 
Market, Bombay. 

6 . The Director, Haffkine 

Institute, old Government 
House, Bombay-12. 

7. The Deputy Chief Executive, Ex-officio 

Export Inspection Agency- Convener 
Bombay, Aman Chambers 
(4th floor) 1 1 3 , M . Karve 
Road, Bombay-4. 


Y 


3. Export Madras Region (Covering theof Andhra States 
Inspection Pradesh and Tamllnadu and the Union 

Agency — Territory of Pondicherry ) 

Muadras 

I. The Director of Fisheries, Ex-officio 

Government of Tamilnadu, Chairman 

Administrative Office 

Building, Madras. 

2 • The Director of Fisheries, Ex-officio 

Government of Andhra 
Pradesh, Hyderabad 

3. The Deputy Director (Export Ex-officio 

Promotion), Office of the 
J.C.C.I. &. E„ Madras. 

4. The Senior Marketing officer, Ex-officio 

Directorate of Marketing 
and Inspection, Southern 
Region, Sastri Bhavan, 

Madras. 

5. Shri Y.M. Elias, Indo- 

Marine Agencies (Tamil- 
nadu). Madras. 


6. The Deputy Director, Export Ex-officio 
Inspection Agency-Madras, 

1 23 Mount Road, Madras-6 Convener 


4. Export Calcutta Region ( Covering the States of Assam, 
Inspection Bihar, Orissa, West Bengal, Meghalaya and Naga- 
Agency- land and the Union Territories of Manipur and 
Calcutta. Tripura, the Andaman and Nicobar Islands & 

and Part-B Tribal area in the State of Assam. 


1. Dr. A. N. Bose, Professor, Food Chairman 
Technology, Jadabpur Uni- 
versity, Calcutta. 

2. The Director of Fisheries, 

Government of West Bengal, 

Calcutta. Ex-officio 

3. The Director of Fisheries , 

Government of Orissa, Bhuba- 
neshwar. .... Ex-o fficio 

4. The Director, Central Inland 
Fisheries Research Station , 

Barrackhore, 24-Parganas. . Ex-officio 


5. Shri G.R. Kassatnali, P. O. 
Box 1 1 229, Calcutta. 


6. The Deputy Director, Export 
Inspection Agency-Calcutta - 
World Trade Centre, 14/1B 
Ezra Street, ( fith floor) Cal- 
cutta. .... 


Ex-officio 

Convener 


Export In- Delhi Region ( Covering the States of Uttar 
i flection Pradesh, Rajasthan Punjab, Haryana, 

Agency- Jammu & Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh and 

Delhi. Union Territories of Delhi, Chandigarh, and 

Himachal Pradesh) 

1. The Deputy Commissioner 
(Fisheries Research ), Indian 
Council of Agricultural Research, 

Kri8hi Bhavan, New Delhi. Ex-officio 

Chairman 

2. The Director of Fisheries , 

Government of Punjab, Chandi- 
garh. .... Ex -0 fficio. 

3 - Shri M. K. B. Bhatnagar, 

Deputy Director (Export Pro- 
motion, ), Ministry of Foreign 
Trade, Government of India, 

Udyog Bhavan , New Delhi. 

4. The Deputy Director, Export 
Inspection Agency-Delhi, 6- 
B/9 , Northern Extension Area, 

Rajinder Nagar, New Delhi. . Ex-officio 

2. The quorum of the panel shall be three. 

(No, 60 (46)/Exp. Insp. /68) 

M.K. B. Bhatnagar. 

Deputy Director (Export Promotion) 

FffjRft, 19 19 72 

ffiTo 3 TT 0 6 95 - — fHflT FElfft % TFtfrEI RTF 

(fd^sDi) f?Fm, i97i % fffisrR 8 % kfjfth Jr, 

ETTTL Ft% Jff FTTuft % PcHVT ( 2 ) Jr FfeFf%fr 

TT, W ffitv? ( 1 ) F TFTFft Ufafe if FfRTfafT fWlcT 

ffffTNH nfFTTTr r % % STfFT 3TF Iwff % TSftF 

snftvff qfr % srtrDFT % fsnifaiTf % 'f=R' % if 

fF^FI TZfft | : — 

itfj FW'fBvff Jr Jr fofft'fFF tpi Mt 

infJT ^ Jr oFfafiFF ft Jr ?fr, fit to 

FfFF It FF%F TIFTTfi^Ff Jr FT WET ^TFT I 

Frairt 

ft TrftjTrft snftH wf gFnf ft rtpt sftT fwrjff 

%f% Mb- % ^ff m fsf ttf ftf strftrfr %ir 

stf % srfd srfrH ^>fr $ i 

srtftF ?>ft £ i 


l 


2 


fFTTF fFU- TT^F F 5 T (fTTF %FF, FJR T[^r fV 

srw 5rfvT^nr J fwfVf, sftr spftF^Wt ^Vf-fij$ 

qftrtF Frr FT TT^F-^F FftFfHF I) 
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1 . rkrr, rrsT rrtt fRRk 

RRR'T Tf^TT, RRo 0 

TtT, RRffRR, qrkfR q$R RERR 

2. fR^RF, %RftR 4tR RR 

rfktfwt rrstr, Rk 
qpPT, 4t4tR q 

3. RVr £r FT f*prw, %TTT 

RTFIS, faksR qRR 

4. Rk $1 ft fRkrF, 

RTFTT, *?RRk RSR 

5. rerr/rtterw, 4V-q>y 
TTqRRTSR CrRtfRCfi?rT RTF 
TffcfRT, «T>qRT#t, FkftR 

6. sft 'TR° JJF^SR RRT, 

RST fRSRF, %TR fqpr- 

frn qrkkRR fRfrks, 

WHlH, TTR, RRfyjMR, 

Fkfk i 

7. «ft srrzo rtrrr httt, 

FkftR qrsk 

fHfRRS, fTr'Ir 

8. RT nfRo STTSTR RTF, 

fR^TF, s ; ST-Rr4fVRR 

Rtsis, Fkfk 

9. RHJ5R FrRqTRF, frq fr 
fR^RR RpR^R, RRtfT 
farf?RR, RR o RTo TIT, RSF 

RRTRF 

2. fRR?R Rkf RR (fifRR R^TTR^, JJRTTR TF*R 

fa^WR Rk ttst, srr, ?Tr, ststt 4k rtrt 

RfRFRR- gtsf FT RR TI^R £?f RfkrfRR fc) 

1. RRFT fRSRR, fRR^R 

■R ' 

RR«fR wnrrar 4k fRRk 

% RRFR TJW fRRSF RT 
FTRfRR, -ij; 4fTR RT?R 
klftR RTTTT FTR?RR RRR, 

^TRf I q%R RSR6T 

2. RTR 5TT FT fRSFF, RfT- 
-m* rtrtt i RTTtrrTRTRT 
RRRfTRR, %RT7fr ?JRTR 

tTr, TjRrf i qkr 


3. RlRSTR qrr fR^T»P, rBtt, 

SRR 4k **Vr RTFTT, 

TRTfr, rTrt qrkr 

1. RTTRTTRF RfRFTfT, 4tR- 

4 s q'wrfWy % TkrR 

R’kTR FT E^^tR RTTR'rRq-, 

RRR RTF, JMlRl, I q^R 

5. TRfRF, R^rTT 1 ^ TkR, 

rts?£Trr R$FkV rr 

fafats, 3, RgTfRT TrR 
fRFRT RTFS, Tpsf I rIr 

6. fRkiF, krf'FR sRift- 

4t?y RRififc $TRR, 

1JCR4-12 

7. RRRFT FT^TTHF, fRR?R 
fRT'r&TR RfRRTR-^Pqt 
RRR F<RR (4Wt Rf'RR ) 

113 , iTR° »f 4 <Ty, 
ijRr£-4 MrrrV.-t 

3. fRTk RSTR (Rq (fRR4 RFW R^5T, 

fRftWR Rfjm Rry ttrr 4>t qrtfs%d 

RfRqrrR- qrr RR ti^r (4t RfTRfRR t ) 

RSTR 

i. Rksfaqr fkRR, rFrr 


RTS RRqrrT, RfrrRfRR RT’^RR 


RRR, BUR 1 

qiR 

2. Rk qr fRknF, rrw 


qki RTqrn:, 

qkr] 

3. RRfRkTqr, (fRT?R RRRR) 


srrRiR 4k f-r-rk % r^rt 


IJ9R fR^SF qrr FTTkR, 


RSTR 

4tR 

4. »ks fRRRR RfR«TTT<V 


fRTRR 4\T f-T^qq FT 


fRkrrRR, RTRSR f'rTT, 


RHRT rrr, rxtr' 

t 


5. 4t RTf° HRo yfRRTR’ 


^TT-RfTRT!4f4tR (r(rr 


RTS) RSTR 1 


6. RRfR^RF 


fkTkfkkTR RfRTTR- 


RSTR 123RiRS TTT 


RSTR -6. 

q^R rrTrr 
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4 . fftift 
ftfftprr 
ftw^T 

’FFRvcTT 


sift (ftftt ^twt, 
ftfTC, Tftw, 4 Dm 4) 5>IFT, 
JMM4 4k TPTTftr % 
TRT 4ft 4ft ftjTT, 
wh 4ft ftftwrc ftr 
TRf 4ft WWT TRT 4 WT- 
sr ^ m ftk- 
ftrs t) 


1. 

wo rro it^o 4ft, wrft, 



igro ftftftft, WFT- 



wpfot i 


2. 

JTK ^ HW, W- 



ft 4WT (K+K, +TTrfri 

qft 

3. 

4ft FJ ftkir, Tft W 



fn-FTT, 1 

qkr 

4, 

fknr^, trwkfn 



4ft wjftrrB' 



Tftq-r, 24 TRRT 1 

ftT 

5. 

ft ft 0 WFo rpTFPT M'fl, 



ftlR Wff 1 1229, 






fi. 

fftftftfftp'i ?rfwR- 

WFrTT *rft fs ftR 

14/1 ft wuFjk (siT 

4fft?r) ww 1 ift 44ftp6 


5 . fftrft ft- ftwft 'ift (fftft Tnr srkr, 
ftfttRT *44- trwpT) knr, ffknm, 

'fRw-ftwt aFJj-+w4k, wzrsrkr % 

TRT 4k fftft, 4ftnT 
4k ffrrw trkr % 44 
W ffft ftftrfftl |) 

1 . TTBm (4ft ftl WJ- 
4tft) wftft f ft wj- 
ktrpT qfnr?, ft4 'W, 

Tf fkft I q-ft WSTST 

2. 4 ft^ wfakFF,kwr 

trppc, kPR 1 qft 

3. ft 4F0 ^ o aft o -^wriTF, 

grftkr^ (ftqfa4rft) 

ftkr STHTR FftpSTT, WTrT 
fTUFTT, T<fft W, ift 
fkft 1 


4. Trftki^, < 4 ft 

ftftr ftftwn' ftftfRft 
fkft 6— ft/ 9 BTft 

u P<,m 1 , <1 JllT 

'FR, >ft ftcft 1 


2 . ft^r ft *pft4 4ft fftft 1 

[4o 60(46)/fto fto/68] 

ifto %o fto ^TFR, 
TlftkPT, ftqft Bwft I 


Cardamom Control 


Neu' Delhi, the 2nd February 1972 

S.O. 696. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (3) of section 4 qf the 
Cardamom Act, 1965 (42 of 1965), and in supersession 
of the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Fireign Trade No. S.O. 3832, dated the 9th 
November, 1970 the Central Government hereby ap- 
points Shri T. V. Swaminathan, I.A.S., as Chairman of 
the Cardamom Board with effect from the 20th July, 
1971. 


[No. F. 26 ( 69) Plant ( B ) /00. ] 

N. N. MALHAN, 

Dy. Director. 


fttfaeft, 2 9Rkt, 1972 


l{ITofto6 96.-ftTFTft 1965(1965 TT 42) 

ft WTT 4 ft TWTFJ ( 3)%[^? (t)sT^T STfftft TT 5l4ft 

wft fir an TRrf % ftkr wttr ftnBT ft srftr- 
^WTI 4° Wo Wo 3S32, ftflft 9 TOI, 1970 
w trfkmq wft fir, k4ft ?Rwy ft fto fto Rnft- 
diwr wftft mftw iftr, ft 20 1971 4 

STTTft 4ft % WWJT % FT 4 rr^^jirr fftqft wft $ | 


[4o 1*1)026 (69) WT3 (fto) /ci&) 


ftTo IpTo tT?ffT, 

^I-ftkft I 



9^8 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: FEBRUARY 26, 1972/PHALGUNA 7, 1893 


[j?ART II— 


(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

(Central Licensing Area) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd June 1971 

8.0. 697. — M/s. Nannu Mai Shy am Sunder Katra 
Ishwar Bhawan, Delhi-6 were granted permit No. 
PI/E/0196960 dated 31st January 1971 valued Rs, 85,029 
for import of dry Fruits from Afghanistan under the 
Indo-Afghan Trade Agreement 1970-71. They have 
applied for the duplicate copy of Exchange Control 
copy of the said permit on the ground that the original 
copy has been lost /misplaced after having been regis- 
tered with Ferozepore Custom House and utilized fully. 

In support of their declaration, the party has filed an 
Affidavit duly attested by Nptaxy public stating that 
Exchange Control copy of the said permit has been 
lost/misplaced. 

I am satisfied that Exchange Control copy of permit 
No. P/E 0196950 dated 30th January 1971 has been 
lost /misplaced and direct that duplicate copy of Ex- 
change Control copy of the same may be issued to the 
applicant. 

The original Exchange Control Purpose copy of the 
permit is hereby cancelled. 

[No. 21(a)IV/N-2/(8)/A.J.-71/Indo-Afghan/CLA.] 

M. G. GOMBER, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

fafiffin, simra-ffififn ht 
Hilftfi WtfiflT ffffi 

filter 

fit fe-wV, 3 ^fi, 1971 

q*To ?fto 6 97. — fifi fifififi iRTfi H2TI 

tsfiT fififi, ffi7Rt-fi Ht fitrfi-srfifiR °fiTtP" 5Wfii 
1 970-71 % fifittfi WirffiRTR t Wf T fitfitfi H 
fair 85,029 fififi % ijyfi HRRffifi fiW it/f 0196950, 
ffifiTH 3 0-1-7 TfiR ffiRT fifiT fiT I R£R TIT TrfiR 
IJfit ffiffififi ftm fiffi Ht fififaffi H ffirr ?fi fiRR T r 
fiTtfifi ffifiT £ % JjR fiffi faRt^T fitfiRRH Ttfiffifi if 
fififffi HHfi % fitfi fifr yjf l|5fi ffiH T'Tfiffi Hit ITT Ht 

fit ^ / WTW fir fit | 

fififif fimr h> if qrtf % fid trtn ttt f n; f% 

Tfifi fiftfiT JJfiT ffiffififi ffifififi fiffi htt if £ /fiffiRTfi 
fit fit fiteft fifetH jpi fiffififi mwrfHfi n .T fN-w 
fitfifivT fnfit fi I 

t fi ffi fififfifi fififit tt/s/O! 969 50, ffifiTH 

30-1-7 1 fiftRTT ffiffififi ffififiR Tffi tf if £/fiPfirfiR 

fir it £ fiR fdtsT Trr fi % tcrth h> fist ffiffififi fartR 

ttffi lit spjffiffi NrY qfY Rirr | 

TrffiT fit fifi fiST ffiffififi ffifififi 5TpT nRRRT v? 

lit Tlrft £ | 

[?T^TT2/ (q:) /d ^/ ( s) /rr^ N° 7l/SRt-WtR/ 

q>orr^ogro ] 

fifi R!fi f-RTH 
tRTfr RR ffiRTH, ffifififi I 


[OfBce of the Asstt. Iron and Steel Controller, 
Faridabad (Haryana)] 

CANCELLATION ORDERS 

Fandabad , the Gift July 1971 

S.O. 698. — M/s. Killick Slotted Angles Ltd., Killick 
House, Home Street, Bombay were granted import li- 
cence No. P/D/ 8541736/R/ML/ 37/D/ 29-30, ML1. dated 
7th December 1970 for Rs. 4,64,000 under U.K./India 
Maintenance Loan 1969 for April — March 19)0 period. 
They have applied for duplicate copy of the Custom 
Purpose Copy and Exchange Conti ol Copy of this 
licence on the ground that the original Custom Pui pose- 
copy and Exchange Control Copy ol' this licence hove 
been lost. It is, further stated that the original licence 
was not registered with any customs autlioiity and uj, 
utilised at all. 

In support of this contention, the applicant has filed 
affidavit. I am satisfied that the original Custom 
Purpose Copy nad Exchange Control Copy of licence 
No. P/Di/8541736/H/ML /37/D/29-30/MLI dated 7th 
December 1970 has been lost and direct that the dupli- 
cate licence (Custom Purposes Copy and Exchango 
Control Copy) should be issued to the applicant. The 
original Custom Purpose Copy and Exchange Control 
Copy of licence are cuncelled. 

[No. LC- 1/1414/ Am-70/HME.] 

ffiR’W (TIT STIR Ht HRfvR 

5TR5T 

HTKRR, 6 SjHTt, 1971 
tjflo W[o 69 8. — (tpsff fHfclTH (Htfer tjfied 

ii.fe-re. pjR lit sRN-irr£, 1970 wsrftr 

% f^TCt %°/ RPR fiRT, 1969 % SPcPTfi 

4,64,000fifi£r%ftR[RRra'HT^rfi ; (i‘’ <fr/fr/8541736/ 
?TR/'tn T iT?r/3 7/^'/29-30/<PT ^-1 fcfiTP 7-12-70 
SRR ffiRT fifiT RT I TfR 5tRp HT^tT "fit (ftfiT 

HR fRift ?fP: fdf-Rfi FrffRt % falf RretR 

IT Rl<kd fw | fH (ftfiT (Rtft Rk 

fdfddfi f-WI 5tf?RT ^t fit £ I RTfi fi^ fifiRT fifiT | 
fH ffifift fitfiT snfilHltt % TTfi 

fiftfHfil fifiT d'Rlfi fi|l ffifiT fifiT fiti “ 

TH H fifififi fi firtpF fi ?m Ifi dlftlti ffiRT 
| I g fH HTWfi fi° 'ft/^/8541736/ 

RR/t^fi t^H/37 ^t/29-30/ipT t^N-I feiTH 7-12-70 
Ht fitfiT Hit fifitt fifa ^ffT ffiffififi tfifiW 
srififil ?JT fit I fitr ffififi fifiT g fH OTfifiH HT 

(fitfiT ¥JFH Hit fififit sfk fJST ffiffififi ffifififi 
fiffifiT) firtf fHfiT fiRT fiTf^l? I Hf fiffiT 

TpH HR fififif fit"< *^fil ffiffififi ffifififi fiffifiT Ht 

[fiWl : iff J-l / 1414/t[t>tifi°-70/lTfivi^fic^o 

Faridabad, the 17th September 1971 

S.O. 699. — M/s. Hindustan Steel Limited, 2, Fairlie 
Place, Calcutta were granted import licences number- 
ing 3553168, 8553169 and 8553160 all dated 11th June 
1971 "lor values Rs. 1,66,00 (UK), 83,000 (GCA) and 
83,000 (RPA) respectively for the period April 1970/ 
March 1971 with Port of Registration as Bombay being 
endorsed thereon. These licences were issued for the 
import of Prime High Carbon (containing not less than 
0.4 per cent carbon) Steel Wire Rocs. 
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Above licences have been lost/misplaced in transit 
and there is an apprehension about their nus-usc by 
un-authorised persons. I direct that these licences 
should be treated as cancelled and In-operative. 

[No. P/91/ AM 71/NU/AU 'ELECT/PN-140/AISCD.] 

M. G. GOMBER, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports 


ffIftfet, 17 1971 

tptfe, ijfto 6 99. — tETtsfr /ftH FHo, 2, 

ffthT <%f, wptt Ft 7 o/fth 7 1 ffFu % 

FTFTF HTWF TESFTrr 8553158, 8553159, 8553160 
FT fFTTF 11-6-71 WT: 1,66,000 (F^ F°), 

83, 00 0 Fo (FTFHF TO $sl) ?fhr 83,000 FHT (RTFT 
FFF[TF m W&ff % fm & T FT Fd)FT'J| FT FcfiT F^rf 

-a i\ * 

% RTF 5TTFT Phi’" TT q 1 | ^ <m '^f| R misF ^Tf fTFH 
(Fr/rif rt^f Ft fift o. 4 fFfum' eftth ftt 

VJSl % felt 1 , dl ft 1*60 W *T I 

FF*fF ^TT^f?T FFt if NT Ftr SHFTF^F ft Ftt £ STlT 
HT|%FF sq-fdrpff'sTTl HHFT JTqtfftT FR^t Ejfp 5TF1FFT | I 
if PEUTT fclT f fF ^ #4 fair ipr sftr ^FTR TO FT1T I 

[wm cfV /9 i/q;o rnfo 71/11710 q-o/tio f/5HFf/ 

<ffo 0710 - 140/170 ?rrfo rTfi o ?fU 3 V 0 )] 

itro sffo tfirgrr, 
FF fw fFFFF, Smntl-frRrfd 1 


(Office of the Dy. Asstt. bon and Steel Controller) 
ORDER 

Madras, the 31st July 1971 

Sub. — Cancellation of Customs Purposes copy of 
import licence No. P/S/853928/C/XX/38/M/ 
29-30-19/459 dated 18th January, 1971, for B.P. 
Sheets below 5 mm, in thickness ( hot and cold 
rolled ) including wide strips in coils for a value 
of Rs 4,200 issued in favour of M/s. Andhra 
Iron Brass and Copper Mfg. Works Ongole, 
A.P. 

S.O. 700. — M/s. Andhra Iron Brass and Copper Mfg. 
Works, Bandlamitta, Ongole, Andhra Pradesh were 
issued one licence bearing No. P/S/8539328/C/XX/38/ 
M/29-30/19/459, dated 18th January, 1971, for the 
period April. 1969 — March, 1969 for import of B. P. 
Sheets below 5 mm. in thickness hot and cold rolled 
including wide strips iti coils for the end-use Barn 
Chimve.vs trunks excluding drums barrels and furniture 
as per 69-70 policy for a value of Rs. 4,200. The Arm 
has applied lor a duplicate copy of Customs Purposes 
copy of the licence in question on the ground that origi- 
nal Customs Clearance Purposes copy has been lost. 
Tn support of this contention they have tiled an affida- 
vit to the eilect that the said Customs Clearance Pur- 
poses copy has been lost without haring been registered 
with any Customs authority and utilised at all 

T am satisfied that the Custom copy of the import 
licence has been lost and duplicate of the same be 
issued to the firm, 


The original Customs copy of the licence iB hereby 
cancelled. 

[No. IMP/SM/29-30/L-III/459. ] 

FT FflWF fafFF m?T (TFT ?F*TFT FT FEI^TF 

FT^HT 

F5TF, 31 ^HTf 1971 

PFTT : — RTNf FRET FTFRF VIP TJW TIT/ FFFTFflF 
FRfTFHSl STo F> 5trR-mr ft FF Ft^rf FEift 
sfto <fto F^ff (SR tra^ FteS fteF) fFF if 

ft fhif fewr «ft srrf»m | % fiftf % 
ferr 4,200 Fo % fart Riff fFtr Fir FTF1F 
Ro q\j<\h / 853 9328 /pt/d/iP trpj/ 
38/RTr/2 9-30/ 1 9/4S9 fSTSTRT 18-1-1971 
f> rfrqr w~f ttt fffI iifr ft ftft 1 

IJFo ifto 700. — FFFt WFCT FTFFF WEFT tpry FTFT 
f'TET^rurTfff ‘F^rftTfFTTi* ^Wr/fr, fretfo Ft 69-70 
dlfd % F'JFP' F?F 69/m^ 6 9 UPfil % ffttr Rpf ftnFN 
fFT EFTF JF FTH FFT FF?FT HlfFH % if ’tTfIR TTBT if 
wr6 5 IPTo rrifo rffepf & F*T ^Vo cfTo sflR?r $R fBTT 
fr? frer fxd if TR'f '<fr f, % srBrTfr % fcET 
4,200 Eo FT BT/TR To Tf/tTR/8539328/^/ 

ITFR CTF5t/38/ | T4t/ 29— 3 o/ 19/459, fsETTF 18-1-71 
qrrY fpirr but m i fijf fTrpmfTd err^TT ft sftRtPt 
xfrqr F/T RTF FTifl nf/T % f?TB WTSTTT FT TTlF^F fF^T 
^fF4f7T?ffFT 5(,?FREf Ff | I ^T dV F 

FFFF if >TF FTF F5T FlfiSM fFFT | ?flF FdTFT | 

B : fcf FThT F/-R RTF FFFf fRT TffFT 7T5F STTfaFdff % FW 
FFt? F FUF fflFI fT Ft/ FFFPT FfF fFdT ft bfl Ff | I 

?r ?Fif mjp: g Ff ftjfF Ft ftft fff rtf fff> fFt 

NT Ff I FK FF F'T TFT Ft FFFnFf FFd FTft Ft FTfft 

FtF^f ' 

Fr?f'F Ft FF FtFT ^7F RTF FFtft fFt rjFFaTFT 
Ff FTft | I 

[Fo FTfo rrq-o F't/'TF' 5 TJFo/29-30/q7ro-3/459] 

Madras, the 21st August 1971 
Subject.— Cancellation of original Release Order Nd. 

P/S/R/M/921039/27-28 dated 22 nd March, 
1971 for Stainless Steel Sheets/Strips 0.5 mm 
and thinner excluding Heat Resisting Type 
for a value of Rs. 9,900 issued, in favour of 
M/s. Agrico Industries, D- 2, Unit, Industrial 
Estate, Patancheru, Andhra Pradesh. 

S.O. 701. — M/s, Agrico Industries, D-2, Unit, Indus- 
trial Estate, Patancheru, Andhra Pradesh were Issued 
one Release Order bearing No. P/S/R/M/921039/27-28 
dated 22nd March 1971 for the period April 68/March 
69 for allotment of Stainless Steel Sheets/Strips 0.5 mm 
and thinner excluding Heat Resisting Type for the end 
products Hospital Equipments Anaesthesia Trolley as 
per 68-69 policy for a value of Rs. 9,900. The firm ap- 
plied for a duplicate copy of the Release Order m 
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question on the ground that the original copy has been 
lost. In support of this contention they have filed an 
Affidavit to the effect that the said Release Order copy 
lias been lost without having been registered with the 
Minerals and Metals Trading Corporation authority and 
not utilised at all. 

I am satisfied that the original Klease Order has been 
lost and duplicate of the same be issued to the firm. 

The original Release Order is hereby cancelled. 

[No. IMF/SM/L.III/387/68-69.] 
M. V1RARAGHAVAN, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Import and Exports. 

RsTfR, 21 1TOT, 1971 
fHrtr : R#>sff rrfprqft ff _ 2j qfRj 

fij&j 't-iurr rest srrw qft o . 5 uq up- r>t 
jrr r^pfr Rfavntf sfttw hier fpjRi fupr 
rtr t, % fru 

9900 /- wr % f^nr 

RTCR ROTT : 'ft/uR/siTT nrr /9 21 0 39 / 
27-28, foltR 22-3-71 q?T Tjr TTfff I 
qRo^fto 701- — RR^-ff trfrppt Rto-2, 

rrrrk, urr?CT triur -pr rrr, 6 8/rt# 

6 9 RffffJ %fRU 68-69 pf ffffff RWTTT R fan qp % 
R^RF" RfrffR BcTTTR RFRTTR RRPror nd^RfqRT 
?Tvff % faR 0 . 5 RR <rrr Rfr ^ Rfapift 

2RTTR Rffr / f^mim fsRhir 

fpTR mfer R^I 9,9 00 7.0 PT U-P fVjrf RrqR ROT 

t fto/iTR/?rrfcrtT/921039/27-28, feffTP 22-3-71 RlfT 
fpRr wr «tt 1 tr R fawtflR frgrf ^7 

R^fRfr srffr % fRR risk <rc rirtr fpRT rri 
£ fr *JR Rfff R] fff & I ?R RP % Rrpfff if 
W, RHH |tr nip TO UR RffeTT fp-TT p fp RJfR 

fT?ii rtcr 'jfqur Tdi trr^sqrrrn: Irrr RrfsrpTff 
% TTR faffT RRfYff PfiT r)t fddT RTrIr fw 
<J> 6RT £ I 

R<|^grfffi*iR rtcr jj> rrt 

fi'i Rif RAFT R^fafq fffff RPR pr Ruff Hlfgrr I 

1 : T riSr uff^jPT t ? arrtn f 1 

[R RT^°f[ff 0 ^o/Q;R<’<TR°/uR0_3/;j87/68-69] 

tJR° RfUTrRRR, 
RO-R’SR fffRRF, RTRTff-fffRfd I 

(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

ORDER 

Madras, the 30 th August 1971 
Subject, — Cancellation 0 / licence No. P/S/ 1868232 
dated 21st September 1970. 

8.0. 702 — M/s. Anil Fireworks Factory Pallapattl, 
was issued a licence bearing No. P/S/1088252 dated 
21st September 1970 for the period April/March 1968 
for import of Gum Arabic and Coloured Newsprint 
for Rs. 77871. The firm have applied for duplicate 
Customs Copy of the above licence on the ground that 
the original has been misplaced after having been 
registered with Bombay Customs authority and party 
utilised upto the extent of Rs. 60435 leaving a balance 
of Rs. 17436. In support of this contention, they have 
filed an affidavit, 


I am satisfied that the original licence (Customs 
Copy) has been misplaced and duplicate of the same 
be issued to the firm. 

The original licence in question (Customs Copy) is 
hereby cancelled. 

[No. P. 36 /66/AM 68[/SSI. (II).] 
M VIRARAGHAVAN, 
Deputy Controler of Imports ft Exports 

for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

RRfR 7JSR fRRRqt, ?IIRTR- r RjrfR Rff VTRfafR 

Rl$5T 

ReITR 30 RTFR, i97i 

fRRR:— RT^R R o Rt/lTR/i 668 2 5 2, fcdPP 21-9-70 
RTt R7TRT I 

qRo 5fto702 . — Ra? xft RfffR RIPP- ^ 

ffit ’RtR-RTR 1 9 6 8 Spfk % fafi Spi^Rp RtT 
RlT TffRTT R’TRlft RITRR- % R1RTR % fRTr 77871 H'Pt,- 
RJ RTRTR RT^^R Ro rft/rrR/ 166 82 52 21-9-70 

fifTRT RRT RT I HR % TRR RT/RR iff SPjfalR 
rfniT-^4f dPi RReft RpT % fRTT iqTRTT IT qTRRd f'TRT 

P: Pp tjr trfd Rcrt RTfaraintt % ttr r^r 

RPTff RRT-17436 RTRf] WR wt? TT 6 0 4 3 5-Wf RRT 
RT RtfRap R RRtflR % RURTR RTRTRPT iff fif I 
TR TP % RR*fff Jr : 3qfr% uqr TTiq-R R RTfRR f'W f 

if SRlt R’g^ f fp RR RT?RR (fftfiT-RcRr trffT 
RFR1RP4 5ft OUT $ RTRRqr Rif pA\ qft nip 
Rfcf RPt Rpfl RTf'^tr | 

fspqzfTRVff IJJT Rret'R (RfRT-RvT Rfd) rrRRSITT 7^ 
rqtRT RFIT ^ I 

[R5RT : tffo 36 / 66 / 1 ™ q;Ro 68/t[Ret[R 0 Rrf 0 - 2 ) 

UR 0 RfTrTlRRR , 

RR-R6R fdRR'P, RTRlR-PlRfR, 

RijTff RiSR PlRffP, RrRTR-fRRfff I 

(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and 

Exports) 

(C.h.A.) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 61 h June. 1971 
S.O, 703. — M/s, The Bilton Industries (P) Ltd., 4/A, 
Anand Parbat Estate, New Rohtak Road, New Delhi, 
were granted import licence No. P/S/1339131 dated 10th 
February, 1971 for the import of B P.M.S, Sheets (Hot 
Rolled and Cold Rolled) including Tinmlll Black Plate 
Quality in below 5 mm thickness on U.K, for Rs. 21468 
(Rs. Twenty one thousand four hundred and sixty eight 
only). They have applied for the issue of duplicate copy 
of the Exchange Control Copy of the licence on the 
ground that the Exchange Control Copy of the licence 
has been misplaced without having been registered 
with any Custom authorities utilised at all and the same 
is required for remittance of Rs. 21468/ - only, the un- 
utilised balance. 
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2. The applicant have filed an affidavit on stamped 
paper in support of their contention as required under 
Para 299(2) read with Appx. 8 of the I.T.C. Hand Book 
of Rules and procedure, 1970, I am satisfied that the 
original Exchange Control Purposes copy of the licence 
has been misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
clause 9(cc) Imports (Control) Order, 1995 dated 7th 
December, 1955 as amended upto date, I order cancella- 
tion of Exchange Control Purposes Copy of Licence 
No. P/S/ 1 3391 31 /R/ML/38/D/31-32 dated 10th Feb- 
ruary, 1971. 

4. The applicant’s case will now be considered for 
issue, of a duplicate Exchange Control Purposes copy 
of the said licence in accordance with Para 313(1) & (2) 
of I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 1970. 

. [No. P. P.N/ 140/70 /17/De], AM. 71 /AU.UT.CLA.l 

(*mr fajTUPP, RTRW-fRRh VI R?TR r TRR) 

(ifclftR RTTfRR tffR) 
wfer 

Rf fevfV, 6 RR 1917 

fRHR swRpfar (RT°) fe>; 
4/t^i RTRRT t PffT R^ TfoRRl tY?, Rf 

fRcRff •fit iD'Rftl d R$RT c RcT RdTfsf'T) RtRP^ 

if 5fRolfto Rf^R 

Rife TIPS) % RTRTR^ 21468/- ER^T (tTERffR feTT 
RRRf R?R5 RTCT) RffRlRTR RH$R RWT fT/t^R/ 

1339131,^1^ HP 2-71 JRTR felT RRT RT ! RRfftRTT- 

fR^BTR fwr srfR Rif tnjfRPr % fe* w RTtrrc re rt^er 
fen I ftr R?f ^JT-fRfRRR fefel SffR RTRTRfR 
fff R$ ^ I RRR>I R * tfful RiTEfsPT if 'Hfl v j l 

Rff §rt «rr rAt brer rtrIr »fr fer^R R^f ^rt et 
HRE ff RRTR Rfe fRRT RffffVr RA RRTTfvT 21468 
Rqir % ^rw $ fej $ i 

2. wrffav ^ RR? % R*P?R if RffepT 299 ( 2 ) 

fenr r? rAt fenfaftr rA R if 1970*61 

<U«JERI-8 % RTR Tf , RTPR An TT fe RffR RR RRT fen 
$ I $ {f % RT?RR rA BJvr 1J5T ftfelR fRRRR 5(fR 
WR1RRT Rf ^ I 

3. RET RWfftTR TO RTRTR (fffRRR), RTAh, 
1955, fRRRF 7-12-1955 RA RTTT 9 (RflA) % SRRfR 
AA fej RETT WfWlf RiT RtpftR RR RT^?R RRRT 'A/itr/ 

i339i3i/ ! *rn:/RR^r/38/fr/3i-32, fern 10 - 2-71 
rA IJR 1 *[5TT Pifu+m fRRRR’^RTRf u«csA W (cl Rif 
RTT Rfer Irt g I 

4. RRR RT^eAt rA RRfnfR RTT fqfRRR ffiERR 
RlRf RKRft SffR RTrA RnA % RERRT if RTT#TR7 % ETrA 
RT fRRIR fRRR sfK fenfRfR R?f (Rlfo sfo tffo ^TRRi, 

1 9 7 0 Rff RifRRR 3 1 3 ( l) sfk ( 2 ) % R^RIR f%RT RTRRT I 

.[RWftvipTo/ 140/70/ 17/3R°!TotTrro7i/ 


New Delhi, the '20th August 1971 

S.O. 704. — M/s. Prakash Pulverising Mills, Indus- 
trial Area, Alwar (Raj) were granted Import licence 
No. P/S/1694256 dated 7th April 1971 for Endrin and 
Aidring for Rs, 72,794. They have applied for issue of 
duplicate copy of Exchange Control Copy on the ground 
that the original Exchange Control Copy has been lost 
misplaced without having been registered with any 
Custom Authority and without having been utilised at 
all. 

In support of their contention the party have furni- 
shed affidavit to the effect that original Exchange 
Control Copy has been lost/misplaced in terms of para 
313(2) of I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure 
1970. I am satisfied that the original Exchange Con- 
trol Copy has been lost/misplaced. 

In exercise of the powers conferred on me under sec- 
tion 9(CC) Import (Control) Order 1955, dated 7th 
December, 1955, I order the Cancellation of Exchange 
Control Copy No. P/S/1694256 dated 7th April 1971. 

The applicant is now being issued a duplicate copy 
of the Exchange Control Copy of this licence in accor- 
dance with the provisions of para 313(4)' of I.T.C. 
Hand Book of Rules and Procedure 1970. 

No. F. IDA-l/Raj/AM,69/AU.Raj&Adhoc/CLA/135057.] 
fff fesfV, 2 0 ’EPPFR, 1971 


tTRo sfto 70 4: — RT '•-ft TTTR 'RffTlfel fffeR, 
TRfpjRtTfrq-r uHff v (ttsto ) rt> rrfeff ffU fffefff % fTR 
72,794R# Rff WTffTff Hnft'ff tfo 'fto /rT^o/l6 94256 
fertfr 7 - 4-71 Nfer fen rot «tt i RRfr% rt^rr 
SHIRR SrRfsrfq-RIT fafffffR fRU'RR STfR % fair fTT 
RT-JTT RT RTR’rR fen f fRT RJT fvTfffRR fRRRR fffff 
fRRl feff sffRT HPr: RlftTPHTr % RTR Rsft'f R RTTTrT fefl 
RRRBT Rf f / 5HRTRSR Rf § I 

RR? % RRRR R if RTRTR ^TTITT fdRTN 

fRRR RRT W ffffR RRR SRRRI, 1970 Rff RtfepT 
313(2) if RfifffR RRRTT Rg RRTR jrr it^- ^ qsf 
TTfNH fRTRT £ f% RRR RTTRR Rft If H RSI feRgR fRRRH 
srfR R it I RTRTRfR Rf | I 

RTRTR (fRRRR ) RT^T, 195 5, fRRPP 7- 1 2- 
1 95 5 Rff RIM 9 ((fT ) % RTfnfff RRR 

RfUTRi RTT RR'tR RiT Jf RTfRR Ro 'ft/ffR/ 16 9 42 56 
fcfftffi 7-4-71 Rff RfTT fRfffRR f'RRRR fffd RTf RTTR 
RTT ^RT f, I 


RTRRR7 Rfr RR, RTRTR fRRRR fffRR FTRT RRRffRflJ 
5?RR: RRT, 1970 Rfl RifTRR 313(4) if Rf 

SRRTRTRt % RR RTf RRR RTfRR R?V RRfRfR R5T fdfffRR 

J O 

fffR’Rff RfR RTfr Rfr R1 I I 


[ RoRrf o-fr^tTo i/^psr/iToiTRoeg/tT^ro ttoi 

trsy n?5TRT/Rto*rRotTo/i3 5657] 
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Nrw Delhi, the 7th September 1971 

S.O. 705. — M/s. Sohag Bind! House, Halu Bazar, Bhi- 
wani, Haryana were granted import licence No, P/S/ 
1(118535 dated 3 1st March. 1970, tor Rs. 2,543 tor import 
of C.N. Sheets (ITC Sr. No. 101-rl-V) tor AM70 licens- 
ing period. They have applied tor Issue ot duplicate 
copies of Custom Purposes thereof on the ground that 
original copy has been lost/misplaced without having 
been utilised at all having been registered with Cus- 
tom House, Bombay, 

2. The applicant have filed an affidavit in support of 
their contention as required under para 313(2) of 

I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 1970. I am 
satisfied that the original Custom Purposes copy ot the 
licence in question has been lost/misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on mo under 
Section 9(cc) Import (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7th 
December, 1955, I order the cancellation of Custom Pur- 
poses copy of licence No- P/S/1618535 dated 31st March, 
1970. 

4. The applicant Is now being issued duplicate copy 
for Custom Purposes of the licence in accordance with 
the provision of para 313(4) of ITC Hand Book of 
Rules and Procedure, 1970. 

[No. P, NP/46/AM70/AU-HH/CLA/2252.1 
R^ fSSSft, 7 fRrTKK 1 97 1 

TJRo Wto 70 5. — RRRt RflR fftvft fTHR fTR RFSI7T 
fftRpft, grfTRTHT Tt RftH-RTH, 7 0 HT^RR RRfy % ftp? 
fttiTRqftSR ('RT’fytfttqpRRo 101 -tVs) % RTRTR % 
fqTT 2, 5 4 3 R9ft 9R RTRTR RT^RR R tsRT qft/ R r/ 1618 5 35 , 
fRRTY 3 1- 3- 7,0 f%RT TUT RT , Rq<J9R RT*rR 

Nfr RR%fft R^RT-HeY 9RR Rwmft qf?T % fair ?R WITT qT 
RTRRR fqrTT | fV RR trfT (ftRl-RcRT RTRfHR Tfwf % qtR 
f>RT Vsftwtf TTHT *ftT fsTHT RRRtR Frct Rf nf £ | 

W& Rqf % RR^R ft RTRR9i R RTRTR sRTqTT fRR%R 
fRRR RRT TI'TfVftr, 19 70 dfl TrfyTr 313 ( 2 ) ft 

WfoTR hpfr T m Hw m Rifecr fV^rr % i ft ^rr r/rr 
* f% fV'Frr^T rt^Rr qft rr RtRT-R?q> qrrft RRRfr qfq 
mfvtt/ rptirtr $t Rf 1 1 


Oxide etc,, for AM71 licensing period. They have ap- 
plied for issue of duplicate copy of Exchange Control 
Purposes Copy thereof on the ground that original 
copy has been Iost/mi3p]aced without having been 
utilised at all. 

2. The applicant have filed an affidavit in support ot 
their contention as required under para 313(2) of 
I.T.C Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 197(1, I am 
satisfied that the original Exchange Control Purposes 
Copy of the licence in question has been lost /misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
Section 9(cc) Import (Control) Order. 1955 dated 7th 
December. 1965, I order the cancellation of Exchange 
Control Copy of Licence No. P/S/1694948 dated 24th 
April, 1971. ' 

4. The applicant is now being issued duplicate copy 
for Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the licence in 
accordance with the provision of para 313(4) of #PC 
Hand Book of Rules and Procedure. 1970. 

[No. F. P/T-3/AM71/ATJ-HH/CLA/2700R 
D. S. MORKRIMA, 

Dv, Chief Controller of Imports & ExDorts, 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

fs^TR? 6 - 10-1971 

tfto 7 0 6 — R^fttifWt, crr aft/ 36 , 'Fvfajirsr mV 

Frnjftnr rrtt fry, q>fr?RTs qft 1971 

rt^rr wfft % fwT qnftR ftto afto fr wthte rtFr 
vft WTET % fRR6 3, 36 0 Ro *PT RIRM RT^R fo ft t/^R/ 

1 694948^^ 24-4-71 pfttW fqRTT RRT RT I 
TTT^PT HTTHR qft Wfafft RIT fdfRRR fWi srffT f?TT 
TR RTTHT qr RltqR f%RT % f¥ RTjftR qft R RTT fqfRRR 
srftr rr fftRT q^ ftt TpftR fqnr *ft tftr r| ?r /wrt- - ! 
RTR ft Rf t I 

Rqft fF# & rWr ?T NIRTR ^fiT'ITT fRRWN ftpHT fPTT 
qURr^flT, 1970 *fft qifyRT 313(2) Jf 

7FPT qw yrl^Tr fqiRT S' 1 ft TOR f fqt fbwr 

sflR Rf^TR «|ft RR RTT ffPlRR pTRRR qfR Wl R$ ft/RTRT- 

rtr ft nf | 1 


RPTFT (fHwr) WfR, 19 5 5 fqRtqr 7 - 12-1955 
qft *TTTT 9 (Rt (ft) % WFtR ST^rT RfRYTTr qft STRlR qry 
ft RT^RRRo 'ft/fR/161 8535, fyRiqrf^Rtqi 31-3-1970 
qit RtRi-Tjpqi TTf R^sft qfq qrr Tf qtrft tt f | 

qrt RR RTRTR BRIRTT fdRRR fRRR Rqq qrpf- 
f^ftT, 1970 TT pfVRT 313(4) R fif ®RRfRTR’f 

% RfRTT R[^R R qft RRfRfq ftfRl-ReT YTR-RRtft Rffr Rift 
•Ft RT Tft % I 


l Ro (TRo tft/46/irorTRo-70/ r To R o-ITRo RRo/(fto ITRotr' 
New Delhi, the 6th October 1971 

■ m Tochl . FB/38, Industrial-Cum-Hous- 

ing Estate, Mathura Road, Faridabad were granted 
for P R fl f N °' . P/S / le94f)4 8 dated 24th April 1971, 

for Rs, 63,380 for impott of Carbon Black, P, G. Red 


RTRTR (fRRRR) RT^l, 1955 lVrfa7 7-12-1955, 
qft RTTT 9 ((ft Rt) % R^fPfa R'fR RfEmff qR RRtR spT 
RTTfi'R Ro 9^/^/16 94 948 fqRFF 24-4-1971 ift 
jpsf tjgq fqfRRR iRRRR RfR qft T tR RR Rlivl ^RT ^ I 

RT^?qr Rt RR RTOTR 3R1RR fRRRR fRRR RRR RRft- 
fqfR, ftRR/R, 197oqftqif^ 313(4) ft ft Rf ypp R iR) 
R RRR1R RITRR RR R^fRfq RST fftfRRR f'TRR'R Rfft Rift 
qft Rf Tgt | I 

[Ro <fto 71/-TO Ro-tTRotTR/^ftol^Roqro] 

ftt-0 IT^o Rtr^tRT, 
RR RRR fRR'RT, RTRTR-fRRfR 
RTRRT fRR?R 
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(Office of the Jt- Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports; 

(Central licencing Area) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 14th September 1971 

S.O. 707. — M/s. Nand Lai Kannya Lai, o5, Subzl 
Mandi, Deihi-7 were granted an Jtisianiisned iinpoiters 
licence No. P/EI/0173033 dated 30th October, ladD lor 
Its. DODO tor nnport of nates as per condition attached. 
They have applied for the Duplicate Exchange Control 
Copy of the said licence on the ground that the original 
has been lost or misplaced, it is, further stated by the 
firm that the Original Exchange Control copy or the 
said licence has not been utilised by them for Rs. 2032- 
70 Paisa through Bankers. The duplicate Exchange 
Control Copy is required for banking formalities. 

In support of this declaration, the applicant has tiled 
at%. affidavit duly attested stating that the Original 
Exchange Control Copy of the licence has been lost 
or misplaced. 

I am satisfied that the original Exchange Control copy 
of the said licence has been lost and direct that a 
duplicate exchange control copy of the licence for 
Rs. 2032.70 Paisa should be issued to the applicant. The 
Original Exchange Control copy of the licence is can- 
celled. 

[No. F. 21 (B) -IV/S04/Iraq/SA-70/IS/CIA.] 

qw WUTtfi fafiffi nr 
WRftffi W-T) 

fif fevfr. 14 ftramr, 1971 
tjRo w> 0 7p7 . — tpirsfr ^ fr^qrarra, 

55 fimftmfr, f^ffr-7 nt vrnE&r fir finer fisrm tntff % 

mrfiTT tariff fir fir ferq 5000 fio firr fifmfqfi 

30-10- 

69 ufffM Mr but *rr 1 t^r BTseciq fiff 
*|5T ffiffififi ffifififi STfrt % ffifi $fi ’TWIT <TT fiTfififi Ml 
$ fn fiffi tsrr fit t mfiTfiffi ft fit 1 1 ?mr ^ 

^fidlfil fifiT ^ f 'F Tfi’F fi fiTf 5 ITT if fid rjJT tJffT ffiffififi 
fjfififi fiffi fid 20 32 . 7 0 fio n ffi<{ fifififfi fijff Mt fifiT 
fin ^ m fin tftfifirMfiTfir % fact fisT ffiffififi 

ffifififi fi ffi fit fiWfWr I I 

fiUr fitfifil fi fififfi fi fiMfi fi fi 5 fiRTfi gft ffi 
fifi^fifi fiRfifi fit *15 ffiffififi ffifififi fiffi wt fit t 
fififir fiTfiRTfi |t fit t, ffiffififi fiTfifirffifi dqr 
filMl ffifiT $ I 

ft wfi g fg fiTTfifi n't ^ar ffiffififi PpM 
fiffi htr fit t wtr rtfifi fitr g ffi rnffifi nr 2032. 70 
fiTfi % M firsdfi nr fi-uffifr fi.sr ffiffififi ffifififi fiffi mff 
nt fiR'r firf'^ 1 fii^fifi n't jjst ffiffififi MM fiffi 
t^ nt fiTfit i 1 

[fisfir: 2 i(fit°)— 4/ 50 4/tTrn/^ 0 - 7 o/irrtottfi/ 

fir°iTfiotT] 

S.O. 708. — M/s. Bans! Lai Mehta and Company, 
26/5, Rajinder Nagar, New Delhi were granted a sup- 
plementary Established importers licence No. P/E/ 
0180315/C/BQ/34/d/3Q-31 dated 6th January, 1970 for 
Rs. 2500 for import of dates as per condition attached. 


They have applied lor the duplicate Customs purpose 
control copy of said licence on the ground that the 
original has been lost or misplaced. It is further stated 
by the firm that the original Custom copy ol the licence 
was registered with Custom House Bombay and has 
been utilised tor Rs. 1500. The Duplicate Custom pur- 
pose copy oi the licence is requesteu for balance amount 
of Rs. luOO. In support of the declaration, the appli- 
cant has filed an aliidavit duly attested stating that the 
ouginal Customs Purpose Copy of the licence has been 
lost or misplaced. 

I am satisfied that the Original Customs Purpose copy 
of the said licence has been lost and direct that dupli- 
cate Customs Purpose Copy of licence to cover 
balance amount Rs. 1000 should be issued to the appli- 
cant. The ouginal Custom Purpose copy of the licence 
is cancelled. 

[No. F. 21(b) -IV|80|Iraq|SA.701INDO SWA|CLA.] 
qfioWto 7o8. — fifikjf fifiifiT'T fi/R7 tTinr fio 
26/5, Tiffin fifiT, fi£ Mrft fifi % fiTfiTfi % fwj 

% fiffi fivHfi fifif fir fiffiiT 25 oo fio fir ffiq 

Ijfir JTF fiFfilffifi mfiTfifi; filfififi fio fityf/01803 15/ 
(fr/fif spj/ 3 4/^f/' 30—31 ffifitfi 6-1-70 F*ftfTfi Mf 
fi6T fiT I 

fi'ifi firs^fi film fi'Tfi fiffififl 

fiffi fir ffit{ ?fi fiWK TT filfififi ffifil % ffir fiT^fifi dfl 
fiffi erf fit | fififii NTfiRTfi fit f i fiw arm firfi 
fi| fifiTfiT fifiT I ffi fiTIfifi fil jffi (flfiT-firfi fiTfi fitfififf 
fiffi fiPTI-fiTfi fiffilfifi, n qfityfi fifi fit «ft fik 

15 00 fio fifr ffifcr fifififi ^Tfilfi fitr ferfil fifiT||jfifi 

iooo fio firffip BT![fifi qf r Rfiffiffi fitm ^ fitpf fimwf 

fiffi %ffi^mfifififfim fifiT 1 1 mrfifir^fifififiifmtfifit 

fi ffiffififi, fil wiffifi nq: Tl'PT fifi fi^ fifil’fi qjfefi Ml 
I ffi TTTfifi ‘fr TJfiT fiffiT-^T fififi (TPfitfr fiffi fit fififiT 
SRTfiTfiTfi fit t 1 

mmtfl fiffi fit t tffr ffifitr tfiT ^ fqr qfq 1 ooo fio 
fin Bfiftfi fimr % ffiq witfifir m fiiTfifi fill «rfifBffi fifm- 
^ fim mfimr srffi snff f r Tr-fr mf^ i fr 
fim-EjTTr fifitf R«rftTT srffi fr firfi | i 

[fi6fiT 21 (fif° ) - 4 / 8 0/ tnfir/ C[fi o ^ O 7 o/f '-Tf o nfi o c 

it o/^ff otr^T oij o J 

New Delhi, the lot h September 1971 

S.O. 709. — M/s. Kora Ram S/o. Mesh Das, House 
No. 1054, B-Il, Kcwai Gunj, Kohtak were granted an 
Established Importers licence No. P/EI/0172287 dated 
0th October, 1969 for Rs. 5,000 for import of Dates as 
per conditions attached. They have applied for the 
duplicate Exchange Control Copy of the said licence on 
the ground that the original has been lost or misplaced. 
It is, turther stated by the firm that the original ex- 
change control copy of the said licence was utilised by 
their bankers. The duplicate exchange control copy is 
required by them for Rs. 2032-70 Paisa for banking 
purposes only. 

In support of this declaration, the applicant has filed 
an affidavit duly attested stating that the original ex- 
change control copy of the licence has been lost or mis- 
placed. 
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I am satisfied that the Original Exchange Control 
Copy of the said licence has been lost and direct that 
a duplicate Exchange Control Copy of the licence for 
Rs. 2032-70 P. should be issued to the applicant. The 
Original Exchange Control Copy of the licence is can- 
celled. 

[No. F. 21(b) /IV/39/Iraq/Sept-Aug.70/lS:CLA.j 
Rf fefaf, 1 5 fRR^RT 19 71 

tJRo R[o 7 o g — fad TPT, R^R TTR, 
RRTR Ho 1054, 3ft- 2, %RNRR, RR 

RTfifa R> RTR EPRR TTcff % SpjVK iJRrff % 
VTRTR % fatj 5, 0 0 0 Wt 44 ^ RFRlfRcT VI 4 1 041 
RWT : RV/f VT^/o 172287, fadfa 9-10-69 
PTfaR faRf RRT RT I 3R^fa RRR vTRRfT RfJ SRjfafa ’JST 
fafaRR ftWT Rfa % ftfit ^CT VTHIT RT VI$5R %RT f 

fa m srfa sit r£ | strrt jotrw ft nf $ i vfa Rf 
rrtrt rut $ fa hr% sfafT ski vt r?t fafaRR 

Pi9na' 1 i Ufa 44 ^RRfa faRT *|RI NT I S[R %RH ^RT 

yr®ffanrf 2032 . 703jq%^ 
fafaRR tww srfa *fa VTRRRWf % I 

wq^ft rirnt % srrfa if vfaw 3 R/rfa §ti fa 

HRtfal NlVfR *fa IJN 1JST fafaRR (RR RUT 5[fa RTt R$ ^ 
vrrt wprtrtr ft r$ | fafaRR Rrwrfai 4m rr 
mftsw faRT $ i 

fqffalR fafaiPR 

srfaifaRf fa«n^F4ft 2032 . 70 m 

% fair STRRR *fa W^fafa^ST fafaRR faw Sffa 4Rf 
*fa Rwt "4 1 fai i '.-I itiiTiT q5t jjh ij5T fafaRR Pi9na ,j i srfa 
Tf *fa 4 fat 1 

[tfaTT2l (^o)/4/39/|TRr/f«raWK-?nR?r, 7 0/»TT$ 

Rto t^T° 

New Delhi, the 23rd November 1971 

8.0. 710. — M/s. D. Raj Traders 2169, Tilak Bazar, 
Delhi were granted permit No. P/E/8558072 dated 11th 
July, 1971, valued Rs. 10,200/- for import ol Grapes from 
Afghanistan under the Indo-Afghan Trade arrangement 
1971-72. They have applied for the duplicate copy of 
Exchange Control Copy of the said permit on the 
ground that the original copy has been lost/misplaced 
after having been registered with Hussaniwala Feroze- 
pur Custom House and utilised fully and duplicate copy 
Of the Exchange Control Copy of licence for adjust- 
ments of imports with Reserve Bank of India, New 
Delhi. 

I am satisfied that Exchange Control Copy of permit 
No. P/E/8558072 dated 11th July, 1971, has been lost/ 
misplaced and direct that duplicate copy of Exchange 
Control Copy of the same may be issued to the appli- 
cant. 

The original Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the 
permit 13 heieby cancelled, 

[No, 21(a)-IV/Per/D-I(5)/A. J-72/Indo-Afghan/CLA.] 

G. S. SHARMA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 
for Jt, Chief Controler of Imports and Exports. 


r$ fcwfl, 23 rr*rt 1971 

tTRo *ft° 710. — SpfaftYto Tlfafstf, 2169, fatTF 

rtritM w-nw rhr, 1971-72 % srenfa vwfa- 

HE R snjfl % V1RTR % fan? 1 0,200 RR^t *JFR RTf RTfaTR 
RW. fa/f/8558072, falfa 1 1-7-71 RRTR faRT RRT 
«rr i Yfafa rrr Hfafar *fa *njfarfR ^3T fafaw fafaRH 
srfa % fart? ^ srrsm: rt srfaRR farr | fa htr qrcfare: 
RT |%fa4THr fanfay: rhit-^ r Tifr^R 

vfa RR4T ^-^1 RRRfa 4R ^fa % RT5 «sfl RRT | / 
5RRTRRR Wl|sfll RRRR rR VRfafa R3T fafarpT 
fafRtiT Sffa m WfR fav# RRT RPR Sfaw, R| 

RT«T RPTfaf *ET RRRfaR TTR % fa^ $ I 

ff R|^ | fa RTfas: R5RT : fa/^/8558072, farfa 
1 1-7-7 1 4R fafaRR faRRR Slfa | / RP4PTP7 

Rt | fa^T S ifaT ^ fa RRfa R^fafa ipT fafaRR 
ffafaH Rfa RTR’Tfi ”fa RTd 'fa Rfat RTfatr | 

RTfaT Rot ^JT fafaRR ffafaW Rifa RfRffR afa 
^ SRI Rft Vfal § 1 

[RSRT 2 1 )-4/'fa^RTCo/^to- 1 ( 5 )/ IT03T0 72 /^fa- 

RRifiTd/faoiTRotTo ] 

Sfto q;Ro 5TRf, 
RR-^R ffaRRR, RTdTR-faRfa, 
t ¥R, fajRR faRiRR, RlRIR-faRfa I 


(Office of th e Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

(Central Licensing Area) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9th November 1971 

S.O. 711. — M/s. Si.rhy adri Dyestuffs and Chemical 
Pvt. Ltd., 117, Parvatl Vithalwadi Road, Poona were 
granted replenishment licences Nos. P/U/ 1317054 dated 
20th December, 1970 for Rs. 12,740 (ii) P/U/1310921 
dated 24lh December, 197,0 for Rs. 17,408 and (iii) 
P/U/1317182 dated 7th January, 1971 for Rs. 92,305 for 
import of Dyes Intermediates of permissible varieties, 
M/s. Sahyauri Dyestuffs & Chemical Pvt. Ltd., Poona 
have filed affidavit as required under para 314 read 
with Appendix 8 Import Control Hand Book of Rules 
Procedure, 1971, wherein they have stated that 
Customs Purposes Copies of thege licences have 
been lost/misplaced without having been utilised at 
all. M/s. Sahyadrl Dyestuffs & Chemical Pvt. Ltd,, 
Poona have applied for duplicate copies of these 
licences. 

I am satisfied that the original Customs Purposes 
copies of the licences Nos. P/U/ 1317054 dated 26th 
December, 1970 for Rs. 12,740 (ii) P/U/1310921 dated 
24th December, 1970 for Rs. 17,408 and (hi) P/U/ 
1317182 dated 7th January, 1971 for Rs. 92,365 have 
been lost/misplaced. 

Therefore, in exercise of the power conferred under 
subject Clause 9C in the Import Trade Control Order, 
1955 dated 7th December. 1955 as amended up-to-date, 
the said licences are hereby cancelled. 
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Duplicate copies of the Custom Purposes copies of 
licences have been issued separately. 


[No. Silk-35/JS.70/SC.V/CLA ] 

A. L, BHALLA, Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exp.- 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exp. 

fqtfesff, WtW-fattfa qqqfoq, 

(*fto tTvTo^o) 

qfej 

df fevfe 9^W:, 1971 
(THo 5 CT)o 111 : — qqjsft SfTTTt ST^qq rrvg %fq- 

trro fee, qifcf feqsrreVTte, fetfrqferq 

qr qsT?q Ttfr % srrcTq % fet* qfejfq qnqq q^R ( 1 ) 

'dffy’q/ 131/7054, feTRi 26-12-70^ 12740 ( 2 ) 

'ft/q/ 13 16921), feirq 24-12-70 qfT 1740811° (RT 
(3) 'ft/V/ 1 3 1 7 1 82, f^^rr^T 7-1-71 RcR 92365 So 
pftfrr feu fiTT 4 I qfef[ R '^TTSl RTp-^TR %fq- 

qjq trro feo, rpr d rcttr fesrsrq feqq (wt qRfefe 
!§• qq, 1971 difem 314 f^T?r qftfetr 8 % GT^T 
TS % qdPTd RTfed qqqpC tfe W-tfi qTf%q fen | 
ffefe RfeTd difTT | fe qqq vTiWft Pd qq dTdT-TT.cP 

PR qqsfr qferr fen rwt fee* wtf qf t/qpjrrqpr 
ft trf 1 1 nNt nftnrt qr?fHqq %fqqjM q dro 
vi 1 ^uVi Pt qqfefq qfeft % fen nfedn fen ^ 1 
q qg^ i fe nrnfer n%nnr( 1) 'fV/q;/ 1317054 

ferfe 26-12-70 dvd 12740do(2) qt/do/ 1 3 1 692/ 

ferfe 24 - 12-70 pq 17408 no d«n ( 3 ) qtyq/ 
13 17182, fedTP 7—1—71 dvd 92365 do pi qq qfeT- 
9 T 5 P ppt qgar nfen fer df l/nfdidm f> n| 1 1 

wfen nfddd ddTddtfed nTdTd-RTqR dddd 
qfetf, 1955, ferrp 7-12-1955 Pt EfTO 9 dt P 

nferd ardn nfepirf pt srdtd pt qqg qr?qq qgqgKT 
fer qfe | 1 

ffei Pt ndfefq dfeidcP ppt dddt dferr qqq 

% PTdt pt dV d^ | 1 

[d° fepp- 35 /po ndo- 70 /ndo dto-s/dto ndon°] 

tTo trq 0 dvdl 
dq-d'sd fdddP, dPTTd-feTTd, 

pd ddPT ddd fdddP, dPTTd-fddfd I 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 22nd December 1971 
S.O. 712. — M/s. State Trading Corporation of 
India Ltd., 9 and 10 Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New 


Delhi were granted an import licence No P/T/2500128 
T/EG/31/29 30 dated 16th July, 1969 for Rs. 61,00,000 
(Rupees Sixty one lakhs only). They have applied for 
the issue of a duplicate Exchange Control Purposes copy 
of the said licence on the ground that the original 
Exchange Control Purposes copy has been lost/mis- 
placed. It is further stated that the original Exchange 
Control copy was rfegistered N with the National & Grind- 
lays Bank Ltd., Madras utilised partly. It was utilised 
for Rs. 45,30,298 and the balance available on it was 
Rs. 15,69,702. 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has 

filed an affidavit along with a certificate from Seventh 
Presidency Magistrate, Echore, Madras — 8 . 1 am ac- 

acordmgly satisfied that the original Exchange Con- 
trol Purposes copy of the said licence has been lost. 
Therefore in exercise of the powers conferred under 
sub-clause 9(ce) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 
dated 7th December, 1955 as amended the said original 
Exchange Control Purposes copy of licence No. P/T/ 
2500128 dated 16th July, 1969 issued to M/s. The State 
Trading Corporation of India Ltd., New Delhi is 
hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Exchange Control Purposes copy of 
the said licence is being issued separately to the 
licensee. 

[No. STC-502/ 67-V/69-70/NPCIA.]- 

(q©r fe-rqq, qrqrar - fernr frr qfeqq, qf fe?qt) 
qfeq 


qf fevft 22 fe-fPRT, 1971 

trRoTTlo 7 1 2-Tfe5ft fe fed ffiirftsrq TTTffi 

fqfqirs/qf fevft qft 61,00,000 79% vtpi 

^feRRT) %fetruq 7 ?TPTra- ^Tfi'lf^Tm/fr /25 001 28 / 
rr/feft/ 3 l/lp 29-3 0 , ferfe 16 - 7-69 TIE fefiT qq- 
*n 1 qfr Trqfefq^nfr ?rrarR 

tt Trrt^ feqr |Fqrqq q?r-feferq Ftter jrfq ^ ^ 

|i RRqrr 'T3f, E Fpq itt 4w^ feo, % q-rq 

fTTT STTdqT 4530298 TTfe 4R qqqtq |5R SR I 

vfi^qq qr smjq<d®sr spRife 1 5,69,720/ ^fe qt 1 
( 2. fq (Mr % qqqq q qrqfe qrq# qfetqfl 

qFq?f 2T, ^ETT, q?Tq TKT,fefeqcT qi^TTfecT TTqr qqq-qq 
Fqrqr 1 1 qqrqqR t qg^ | fe qqq qr^qq # qq 
qxr fefjqq ferqqqfq m qf | 1 ^qfetr, qqiqqYqq 
qrqiq f.RqR qfer, 1 955 fenqr 7-12-1 955 #qqqm 
qqfel qftTPRT 471 TTiq qrfe |tr qq^fj- 

fe f feq qrq'feiq urq; #^Rfefqs^qf 
ijinct fetr qi? qr^qq qwr t fro3[o2500i28ferfi s Fi' 
16-7-1969 qqqqq q?l-fefqqq fqjrqTDT qfq qfl 
tjcRfirr if qifri 1 1 

3. qT^qqmf)- qit qqq qr^qq # qrr-fefqqq 
FdJ'qq qfe qqfefq qqq q qifr qft qr | 1 

[q trqo qt-5 02/ 67-5/69-7 o/Rqfef qq( i)qio] 

New Delhi, the 27 th December 1971 
S.O. 713. — The Executive Engineer P. D. II Ram- 
ganga River Project, Kalagarh (Garhwal), U.P- was 
granted Import licence No. G/A/1044959/S/ AN /38 
dated 22nd March, 1971, for import of spare parts for 
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Cummins Engine (as per list attached thereto) for 
Rs. 3,10,000. The value of the import licence was sub- 
sequently reduced to Rs. 1,85,493. Tho licensee has re- 
quested for the Issue of duplicate copy of Exchange 
Control copy of the licence on the ground that the origi- 
nal Exchange Control Copy of the licence has been lost 
by him. It has been further reported by the licensee 
that this licence was lost after utilisation of amount to 
the extent of Rs. 1,12,306 and this licence was register- 
ed with the Collector of Customs, Bombay. 

In support of their contention the applicant have filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the origi- 
nal Exchange Control copy of the licence No. G/A/ 
1044959 dated 22nd March, 1971, has been lost and 
directs that duplicate copy of the said licence should 
be Issued to him. The original Exchange Control copy 
has been cancelled. Duplicate copy of the licence is 
being issued separately. 

[No. 2/SG/211/70.71/PLS/B.] 
SARDUL SINGH, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

ft fftft, 2 7 faRRR, 19 71 

7 1 3.— ft ft ^ftfftR ftofto 2 TPT 

fftT Tt-ift: RftH? , THT Rftl ft RfftR $‘77 

(nft; fT'T ,? r of ftfr r ttttr) % fft ftrf 

% ‘rmH 07 ftr? 3 ( i o, o o o x o rt t-jt ttt-trt htt th qw 

ft/T/10449 5 9/ftr/'[ ft/38, fftlR 22-3-71 flRH 
ft7Jir JTKT «n I it? % iJRTSrfRR 1,8 5,403 

Xo RT fftT TOT I ftft-RTO' O NfftF ft RS ,-ftf?BTO 

fftr*Tr srftr xftt yft % fft ft" w'*K xx wftfi fftn % fa> 
ft ft TST-ftfftTR faftRf Oft Eft SRlft ft | | 
EftTETltr SRI WT Of OcTP-IT TOT | fa ft ftftH 00 
1 1235 6 do Oft OfOT 007 SEftT Rft % OR Ui TOT OT 
5fk % T srif fa ft Reft E p E OPT ifaft 

0RTOT TOT OT I 

000 RR % 0700 O 000007 O 70 OTOO-OO STfaH f%01 

1 I ft. nftfa ffo fl'/o/ 1 044959, 

ftotoi 22 - 3-7 1 ft 0 T OTT-fofooO foOOO ofo *01 ft | 

fftR tor | for TOO OR TO 07 Olftift oft TORT ERl 
oft orot Erfft 1 77 o?T-fofooo fa to o oft fa Tf ,or ftor 
OOT I I 77177 ft ooftrfo Oft 3ft *T 7 Olft ft 71 ftt | I 

Oo 2/ft 0 ifto/2ni/7o-7l/ito ftO ftO-fa° 

*Rft fOtT, 

HT-ftE fafa FT, 0T7PT-fT0r7 
f>T IJOT fa ft T, 0T0R-f00RT 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 29th December 1971 

S.O. 714. — Mr. Kirit Keshavlal Shah, Borrhnv who 
was granted Custom Clearance Permit No. P/J/3937136 
/N/MP/49/K/33.34 dated 7th August 1971 for Rs. 13,100 
for import of a Ford Custom 500, 1968 Model Car has 


applied for a duplicate copy of the Custom clearance 
permit as the original Customs Clearance Permit has 
been lost. It is further stated that the original Custom 
Clearance Permit w T as not registered with any Custom 
House and not utilised. 

In support of this contention Shri Kirit Keshavlal 
Shah has filed an affidavit. He has undertaken to 
return the Custom Clearance Permit if traced later to 
this office for record. I am satisfied that the original 
Custom Clearance Permit No. P/J/3037139/N/MP/ 
49/H/33-34 dated 7th August 1971 has been lost and 
direct that a duplicate Custom Clearance permit 
should be Issued to him. The original Custom 
Clearance Permit may be treated as cancelled. 

[No. 2(B-399) / 70-71 /ELS/ 3899. "I 

ftE faftR, STRR-fftft 77 RTfttRI 
TlftH 

ft fteHT j 2 9 fftftR, 1971 
fto tffo 7 14. — ft ftftR fapRTTH W/, Rift 
ft OR fti EHHT 5 00, 196 8 RftH RR E 5TPTRT E fair 
13,1007'° R fair 0/P HfaTfteR faElft T^fft SRFT ftRT 
TOT TT I HfaftyR fftlfa TftTd ft STfifftr R 

fft ft ITT SIR XX TfrTAT ftaT § ft: PR ifthlft 

TTfe ft iRT | I ft UvCTO- ftfRT TRT | ft 7N (fFTT- 
ffiRPTl RfiR ftift ft ^PTT-^TR RRivR ? 
RflW ftY TiTRT 771 «n ft\ Bi'Wf ‘PRR ftr sfl I 
RT eft ft jfe if ft iftrft: R^RTTPT UTTfl 7 OR STTH 
TiJ TlftH ft^fT i I Utft RRfr-7j;?R ftfdft OftfiT XIX h' 
'TT7T sftr qr vr rrlr ft ftw r f:ro chct ft rt 7^7 
fftT I 1 if I ft JJvT hftrTTvR funuTTr qRfft g'o 
ft/^/ 30371 36/ft/oR <T|/4 0/^R/3 8-34 j ftlRr 
7-8-71 ft RTf | H'lX fR9T Z if g ft 79 RT RrTT-TpR 
ftwr qftft ft TTftvft rrt ft Rihir Rifto i rirt- 
H?R ftRTdT qYtft X% ft 77 77T (TOW RTC; I 

[dWf 2(ft-399)/70-7lftft ^6'°/3609] 

New Delhi, the 30th December 1971 

S.O. 715. — The Secunderabad Club, Sccundcrabac. 
(AH.) were granted an import licence No. P/A/ 1337424 
/C/XX/38/R81-32/ILS dated the 19th Janua.y 1971 
for Rs. 1,500 (Rupees One thousand five hundred 
only) for the import of Liquor excluding Gin and Beer. 
They have applied for the issue of duplicate copy of 
the Customs Copy of the said licence on the ground 
that the original Custom Purpose Copy has been lost/ 
misplaced, it is further stated that the said licenca 
(Customs Purpose Copy) had not been registered with 
the Custom Authorities at any Port and was not utiliz- 
ed at all. 

2. In support of this contention, the Party has filed 
and Affidavit. I am accordingly satisfied that the said 
original Custom Purpose copy has been lost /misplaced. 
Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred under 
Sub-Clause 9 (cc) of Imports (Ccntrol) Order, 1955 
dated 7th December 1955 as amended, the said Custom 
Purpose Copy of the Licence No. P/A/1337424/C/XX/ 
38/H/31-32/ILS dated 19th January 1971 issued to The 
Secunderabad Club, Secunderabad (A.P.) is hereby 
cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Custom Purpose Copy of the said 
licence is being issued to the licensee separately. 

[No. Club/26/70-71 HLS/34.5.1 
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fif 30fTRT^T, 1971 

Wfo7i5, — fVi^'-q-usiq RRR, f'H+'TU- 

rtr (srrsT rrr) Tt fRR *fk ftprr «fft tftfrT nri-ar % 
RTRTR % feRr 1,500 RRft SMTC <TTT ?ft Wf 
Rrar) % ftpr tup shrrt rt?rr rsrt : 'ft/rr / 1337424 
Rft/RTR RTR / 3 8 /trR/ 31-3 2/Wlf Vsr tJR, foiRr i 9 RRRft 
1971 SRTR f%RT RRT RT I RRH HTT$R Rft RffiT 

wuf f^TRfr itRt Rft sf^rfr Riff Rpft % fncr ^r 5rrarc 
tt sTFfor fwr | fr rr bW ftnRRf vftr uft r^ 

4 I SrPTTRHT »lf t I RfT tff Ry%if f^RT RRT | 

f% 3w rt^r (%rh RfRupr ftRRRf Rfft) pRff ?fr 

THR 77 R)HT 5TFT mfsrirrfVjff % 9TR T3n^cT Rff TTfif 
RIr ®ft iftr HRTT 'dM i f]R fd'y J y| R[ft Ph9 1 RRT RT I 

2. RR % WT if TT^f ft t*F TO-1F RTftTH 
fWT | I cFPJRTT, if RfJER | f% r^r tjr ifftR HUE 

pRwf srfft Rft Rf ft / hwhth §ft Rf | i ^rIhit, , 

RRT RTftftTR R1RIR ffiRRH HlftiR, 1955 fftfiPF 7-12- 

1955 Rft hr-upt 9 ~(Rf iff) ft srptr rrct srftmtf 
ftf SPUR RTRft ^ 1 T 4HR, fRR'RTlRTE (sttet 

Rft>R) ftf Riff Put rtt rhhr wr ftf/tr/ 1337424/ 

lft/tpffqTff/38/q^/31-32/5ntrr5fiTlT, fcfiftF 1 9—1— 
1971 ftf HW [flRT VpF fOTTlff fifcT hcUJRT ^ jfft ^rufY 

t I 

3. HTTEWU Rft RRR HTSRR ftf BlRI^'W srfft ftt 

srPhIm sptr ir Riff ftV rt 73 ft ft i 

[H$RT W/2 6/70-7 l/mfoO^To^Ro 3405] 

New Delhi , the 7th January 1972 

S.O. 716.— M/s. Director. Vallabhbhal Patel Chest 
Institute, University of Delhi, Delhi, were granted an 
import licence No. G/A/1044010/C./XX/38/H/31-32/ 
IDS dated 2nd November 1971 for Rs. 10,000 (Rupees 
Ten thousand only). They have applied for the usue 
of a duplicate Customs Purposes/copv of the said 
licence on the ground that the original Customs Pur- 
poses copy has been lost /misplaced. It is further 
stated that the original Customs Purposes copy was 
registered with the Customs authorities at Paiam and 
Foreign Post, Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg. New Delhi 
and utilised party. It was utilised for Rs. 5,406.60 and 
the balance available on it was Rs. 4,593.40. 

2. In support of this contention, the applicant has 
filed an affidavit on a stamped paper. I am accordingly 
satisfied that the original Customs Purposes copy of 
the said licence has been lost. Therefore, in exercise 
of the powers conferred under Sub-clause 9(cc) of the 
Imports (Control) Order 1955 dated 7th December, 
1955 as amended, the said original Customs Purposes 
copy of Lienee No. G/A/10,44,f)10/CXX/38/H/31-32/ 
TLT dated 2nd November, 1971, issued to M/s. Director, 
Vallabhbbai Patel Chest Institute University of Delhi, 
Delhi is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said 
licence is being issued separately to the licensee. 

[No. V-17/Med/70-71/ILS/3536.j 


r£ fftpft, 7 RRRff, 1 97 2 

qRcWfo 7i6.-Rjp.ft T tr^RTX RFTR Rif REN 
fep=ft ^ftrTfuft, fpRft 7 Jfft 10,000 

(^R^srP' PUT) % fftrr rrp OTTR RTfRR Ro Rf fcj 
1 04401 0 /Rf / tMRTTRR / as/tr^/'T 1-32/517^^0^0 
f7RPF2- 1 1-7 I RTPr ftpTT R7T «TI I RRJR RTT RT?-#R ^ft 
■ RrTftffR RfRWcT' RtflRR Rjft ij; frRrr RiarP" RT WTTRR 

fW RR TfftTTflpR- rr' DPT RpT RI Rf t/uftTHTR 

Rf | I RPT Rff RRTRI RRT t fV ^R iflTRFJcR 
3RTRR RfT RT RTRR Rft RnTTR^fR TjRi, U1T? 

RTR RTF, Rt feRf % RPrnpR RlfRRRftRf % RlR 
R^ftfcf RTRIRT RRT Rl 7 l T RRRI RffsiR RWfR 
%RT RRT RI I RRRT RTR>R 5, 40 6 . 6 0 R ° RR R 7 ; 
fRRT RRT RT R> 77 R TTR5R RTTft TlftR 
4,5 93. 40 Ro «ft I 

2. ^R RR % RRRR if RTRTR R TRUR TR R.R7 
RRR RR RlfRR fRRl| I (T7TRRT7-, ftfi'R'RgfRf RRR 
RT^RR IJR TffRliRiR RRtRR RpT Rf % I ^RfRtT 
RRI-RRlfiPT RTRlfT (fRRRR ) 5,TRR, 19 55 fsRTRi 
7-12-1955 RfRR, RTR 9 (fftRt) ^ STRtT RftTRnxf RT 
SPTfR RT Rcfsft yiRT'fRT, 5FRR RTf R^R ^pflrsRHl 
fRwff RfdRffiTf, fftRfr r> xrfr fpiT jut rrrr ro ^fto 
/it/ 10,44,010 /(ft/tr^R rpR/ 3 8 /itr / 3 1- 3 2/wf °R.R ° 
(TRo fRRPF 2-11-1971 -rft RRR RR RlRlRdT RRlRR Rfff 
5F> RR1TS177 T% ftrRT RTRT # I 

3. RRR RTtft'R ^fft RfifTfl rIrTRcT RRtRR 
Slfft RTRft'RRffr 5TRR ’ft RTLf Rift RT ^ff | I 

[RSRT ^f-17/TT/70-7l/RT|°iTRon;Ro/35 36] 

New Delhi, the 2nd February 1972 

S.O.717— Mr. Tei Singh Sandhu, Chandigarh who was 
granted Custom Clearance Permit No. P/J/3035201/N/ 
MP[38|H|31-32 dated 6 th February, 1971 for Rs. 9,000 
thereafter enhanced to Rs 10 700 for import of a 
Vauxhall Victor 1000 1968 Model Car has Applied for 
a duplicate copy of the Custom clearance permit as 
the original Customs Clearance Permit has been lost. 
It is further stated that the original Custom Clearance 
Permit was registered with Custom House Amritsar & 
Chandigarh and not utilised. 

In support of this contention Shri To;] Singh Sandhu 
has filed an affidavit. He has undertaken to return 
the Custom Clearance Permit if traced later to this 
ofilco for record. I am satisfied that tlm criminal 
Custom Clearance Permit No. P|J|303520l!N|MP|38|H| 
31-32 dated 6 th February, 1971 has been lost and 
direct that a dupliento Custom Clearance permit 
should be Issued to him. The original Custom Clear- 
ance Permit may be treated as cancelled. 

[No. F. 2(B-18)/70-71/BLS/4149.] 
K. N. KAPOOR. 

Uy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
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d'ffwt, 2 ffirdd, 197 2 


(m-mTfTkraF, stthtit) 


!7TW° 7i 7. — w4t dX fa? TT* 

fat mfTffiH fro: iooo % strut % 

9,000 Ro TT 17^ fd'TTk' TTfe to 

k/t/303520l/RT/iTT Tt/ 38/^31-32 FpTfa 

6 - 2-71 fafafr fw w ht fat am? 
i o- 7 o o w: km w tt i vkk mrk Tdfafr tkndnxi 
fdTTVi THm % fair et wraK qr trrtm fw t fa dR 

kmiTjyT fddTtt TTfe kl dRT | I STR T? TcfRT ’HIT % 
Ft tt TfrrnjpT fdwff ttFet ttjttt kfr ’ffikk? 
tkrmedi wfar t tffaT wtrt w m wk tret 
wet d?f fw w *tt i 

imfar cfa % Turn if Ttkf ifa fa? kr d kp wr 
qRTTfjrfwtl WET d? TTd fdRlk fa TRT tfaRndF 
ffiFTtf fqrfijz srrc if far w k t VR wkf % ffaTY 
% fkr fazT ft t W^JZ f, fa TT kfaTRcY fawf 

TTfTE To TV/^/30 352 01/tTT/lTT Tt/38/31-^2 fadfa 

6-2-71 W|kkfTT^kT^ kTk'^f^TTkT- 

HR fTTEft TTfTT ’3m?V fw RRT ddfar | jjr fflTOT 

fdmkf qndkr r farr w wn w i 

[TOT 2(k-18)/70-7l/k°FRotrT /4149] 

%0 iRTo *FJ7 

■3T W fdtdT, SWr-fTTk 


(Office of the Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and* 
Exports) 

ORDER 


pangalore , the 11th November 1971 
Subject. — Cancellation of Customs Pui'Poses and Ex- 
change Control Purposes Copies of Licence 
No. P/S/1674576/C/XX/39/X/29-30 dated 
30th April 1971 for Rs. 2,500. 


S O. 718. — M/s. M. D. Nimbuwala Fire Works Manu- 
facturers, 15, P. B. Road, 8 , Bankapur Police Chowki 
Huhli were granted import licence No. P/S/1674576/ 
C/XX /39/X/29-30 dated 30th April 1971 for Rs. 2,500 
for import of Gum Arabic. Vegetable Parchment Paper, 
Straw Paper and Coloured Newsprint. They have now 
applied for duplicate Copy nf Customs Purposes and 
Exchange Control Purposes Copies of the above licence 
on the ground that the original of the above Customs 
Purposes and Exchange Control Copies of the above 
licence have been lost without having been registered 
with any Customs Authorities and not utilised’ at all 
and that the duplicate copy of Customs Purposes/ 
Exchange Control Copies of the above licence now re. 
quired is for the full value of the licence ie. Rs. 2,500. 


Ip support of the above contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. I am satisfied that the Original 
Customs Purposes and Exchange Control Purposes 
Conics nf the abo'-e licence have been lost and direct 
that a ’duplicate Copy of Customs Purposes and Ex- 
change Control Purposes of the above licence should 
be issued to the applicant. The Original Customs Pur- 
poses and Exchan "a Control Copies of the above licence 
are hereby cancelled. 


[No, rrC.SSI 4849 ,C, 141 .A.M, 70 .NC.NP t 


srmsr 

kfak, 1 1 TT«HT, 19 71 

fa-R : — 2500 7° % far HlO fdR Tit HI SO T 

To k/FT/ 16 74576 tt tnfT t^T/ 3 9 /fW 
29-30 fddfa 30-4-71 3ft kfal gjHF 
TFT tttff kk 7|3T fafdmr fWFT 5Tft apt 
7? TOT I 


FTo STfa 7x8:— — TThff PRo faRTtH! 

WTT WT Rd°, 15, TVo tffa fix 8 , dTTTTT qfaT 
kfat, 4ft tfa kfkTT MNOr’i TTTX 75 T tHN 
W ttfa Wlff wi % RTW % fart 2,500 7° ffiT 
FT RTTTR HURT To k / rt / 167 45 7 6 /k/RTT OTt/ 39 / 
(ITT/29-30 feTtn 30-4-197 1 pflfTR fw W TT I 
Tkk wjtt tt^#t kf ^Fjfrfr km Tuf TarefV 
ske ^rr frfpm f.imui trfrtff % frv ^t tiRih ttttttt 
fw ^ fqt TUT '- 1 1 ki T kt RT Tl H I vjeT, qrR TTtft 5ft7 

ijst frfdmr fTTTT trfw t\rtv|c+ snlwd % tit 
kn TkrsT wr kk fw ft fav m Tf ^wh: 
5BR RUT HT^tT kt WjfkfT TtTTtpTi Tffif WfT «fk ^3 t' 
RfdTT Prupi trfw ^ ijm infr 2,500 Rk ^ fktr 
VTf^tT 1 

TTkrr fk' % Trkr R rntTR % irf wt m Rrfer 
fw| I kfTkT^WffkTT^T TTCtTk^TTtTT- 
TdR TTtft kk T3T fqFihT Id 9 T sffRt dft T^ ^ 
kk fd%TT I ^ fdi m i q 9 T kt TrfrfT kur Ri c°t» T 1 4 tl 4 ! tfr 
sfk JJTT fdfdTR fWffiT Tfw RtFF k XFff Trfkj. 
TTT TT^fT k IJR km RJW YpJ TTtfT kk ^5T kfdWT 
kdkr srirrt c? k wr | i 

wr : snf k kt t 7 T iTT ?rk i849kf 
141TTITT70/FT k- rFfTF 
[T^Trmfc>kok'o'i;ToTTTosnfo 1849 kf 141 - 
TTotTTo 70Fd'o kl oljd ok O J 

Bangalore, the 30 th November 1971 
Subject, — Cancellation of Customs and Exchange Con- 
trol Purpose Copies of Import, licence No. 
P/S/1674439/C/XX/39/X/29-30 dated 30th 
April 1971 fo'r Rs. 1C, 250. 

S.O. 719— M/s. Sri Bhawani Industries, 15, Nara- 
simha Naick Lane, Cottonpet, Bangalore-2A, were 
granted import licence No. P/S/1674439/C/XXI/39/X/ 
29-30 dated 30th April 1971, for Rs. 10,250 for import 
of Copper and Zinc. They have now applied for dupli- 
cate copy of Customs Purpose and Exchange Control 
Purpose copy of the above licence on ihe ground that 
the original of the above Customs Purpose copy/ 
Exchange Control Purposes copy of licence have been 
lost without having been registered with any Customs 
Authorities and not uliUsed at all and that the dupli- 
cate coov of Customs Purnoses/Exchauge Control Pur- 
poses Copy of the above licence now required is for the 
full value of the licence Rs. 10,250. 



Src. 3(ii)] 


939 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: FEBRUARY 26, 1972/PHALGUNA 7, 1893 


In support of the above contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. I am satisfied that the original 
Customs Purpose and Exchange Control Copies of the 
above licence have been lost and direct that a duplicate 
copy of the Customs Purposes copy and Exchange 
Control Purpose Copy of the above licence should be 
issued to the applicant. The Originnl Customs Purpose 
and Exchange Control Copies of licence are hereby 
cancelled. 

[No. ITC. SSI-52 9 3. B 379 A.M. 70P.NF.] 
K. JAYARAMAN, 

Deputy Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 
fkRT, 30 hTtiU, 1971 

: — 1 0, 250 To % fan; Riff faffi RR HTSHH R° Rt/ 
RR/l 67443 9/k/RTRnRR/' 39 /™tR/ 29-30 

fkrk 30 - 4-1971 # ifPmpT w RRtfr 

5 fk RST fapRR fRRHH RfHRf Tt Ti RRRT I 

'a 

i7 9. — *HNfr «ft hrtr! 15, 

RflkRRTRRTW TT, dfiERk, RRHk-2 R, Rt cTPRT RRT 
RRTT % R7R1R % fRR 10,250 RT IFF RTRRT RTRRR 
Ro k/RT/ 1674439/k/RTTRRR/39/lRFH/29-30 fc° 

30-4-71 FkiRrkRrRRT rt i y^tr rryrw rttrr 

RRfRfR ffklRrR RTR RRSft7RRT fRffiRR ffiRRH qf?f %■ 

fTTiT ^rf rthir <tr srrkR fkrr & fa yrr riyrr k rr 

til 9 1 Tl 4 RRlft EriTT/HST fRfRRR fdlHcd’cnr Rfff flfid) Rt 
RTfcfkt % 9TR TR^H RTTTIt fgrjT Sfk TWPT 
fcR fiETT ^ m r£ I Rk RR HT^RR ifj gy qrfq- 
10, 250 Ro %fRR dR^RkftRfR/'RRT 

faffiRR fadHE Tf?r Rt RTRRRRRT | I 

YWFf RR % RRRH R RlfifRR R RRR TR Rfi%H 

-O 

fm 1 1 $ twj rtry: f fr yrr HTkrR Rt rr RtniRw 

rt 4 krat Rk Tjar fkRRR fakfE srfdRt ik Rf f Rk 
fakl kl f, f% YdR RT^R-T 5FjfRft RtRItpR RTR 
RRHt Rk i|Rf fRfRRR ffiRRH RfRRT RTkY RR RTTf Rt 

reft RTfRR i rttrr kt ijr kRTHvr rtr Rkff Rk rrt 
fqf^pq- faRRR srfkrr RRR ZPT k Rpft % I 

[wRRk°^°k°t[R°RR°RTk'’ 5293 ^- 379 ^ 0^0 

70 fit ’PTf. TTtp o J 
%o viiq MUR, 

YR RRR fRRRRT, Rl'MlTfRRfR I 

Q 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

Neu' Delhi, the 17 th December 1971 

S.O. "20. — M/s. Bata Shoe Co., Pvt,, Limited, 
Batanagar, 24 Parganas were granted Import Licence 
No. F/RM/2155920/C/XX/24/C/H/23 -24, dated IKFh 
December, 1966 under Free resources for import of 
Raw Materials /Components and Spares valued at 
Rs. 1,20,000 only. 


2. They have requested for the issue of duplicate 
Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the above said 
licence on the ground that the original Exchange Con- 
trol Purposes copy has hqen lost or misplaced fcv them. 
It has been further reported by the licensee that the 
licence had an unutilized balance of Rs. 16,063.35 nP 
The licence was registered with the Calcutta Custom 
House. 


3 In support of their contention, the applicants have 
filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
original Exchange Control Purposes Copy of Import 
Licence No. P/RM/215592G/C/XX/24/C/H/23-24 dt. 
30th December, 1966, has been lost or misplaced and 
directs that a duplicate Exchange Control Purposes 
Copy of the said licence should be issued to the appli- 
cant. The original Exchange Control Purposes Copy is 
cancelled. 


4. The duplicate Exchange Control Purposes Copy of 
the licence is being Issued separeately. 

[No. Rubber /30 (4-5) / 66-67 /IR.M.II.] 

(rsit wTtrw-finrifT rr <FtnrWf) 

WTS3T 


17fTRRT, 1971 

720. — frkft 3TTET E[ Sfio, ttTo j%o, sr^n - 
TTf, 24 TP NTH Tt «(dfl k|7TT R RTgf/ R 

’Hk JEf % 3TPTRT % fHP 1,20,000 RRT W 

PT «TPTI?r HlklT To 'fl/tnTTnq/ 2155 92 6 /ifr/'ffiUlTFTT/ 

24/lfV/Q[fi’/23-24ferkr > 3 0 - 12 - 66 FfllRT{kRiimsrr I 

2. YTT k R^ffcr 1JJT fcfkPT 

frwr rTt % fnrr tr rtrk <k rf^r f%RT | yr% 

5KT PISRR k 1JR R5T fdfRRR fdRRR RffT iff ^ 
RHTRTRFPRkRft I Rl^RRTkaTTTRkR^RdTRrRrr 
% k HTTRR % ^JvR R gitf 16,063. 35 ■Po rr I^TRYT 
YTRtR Rk fkfT RRT RT I RT^RRRkPJcR' WTfRR, R iHR-dl ' 
% TTR TRlliR f%RT RdT RT I 

3. RT % RRkR YR()d TTRT WT«f rfg- 

I £ I Rtiktdlfirkf ^RR Rf^E ^ f% RTR1R RTT^R R° 
k/Rn; Tr/z 155 9 2 6/k/hRT ITTR/24/R1/ITR/23-24 
feRk 30-12-66 k^^fRfkTRfklRWRfR^ik^ 
RRqr 5PRFFR k ^ Rk kkr kT | fk k 

Y^Pf RT^RR k RRfHfR 1J2T fkRRR fRRRR RfR RRt k 
RTRiRTkrri fid ^1 fRfkTR kklR iffh T? kl ElRT % I 

4. R 1 4R R k RRfRfR fifil frfRRR fRRRW 5ffR RRR 
R RTk Tt RT Tk | | 

[dk-tl TRT/3 0( 4-5)/6 6-6 7/RTC t[R-2] 

tro Ept, RTRTrZ, YT-^R fRRRT, RTRlR-ffiRfa - , 

JJW ffiRTR, RPTTrf-fRRfR I 

New Delhi, the 22 nd January 1972 

S.O. 721,— M/s. Triveni Structural,? Ltd., Naini 
Allahabad were granted import licence No. P/D/2181881 
dated 29th March, 107i for Rs. 6,75,000 under West 
German Credit for the import of Hvderulic cylinder 
complete with pistons. They have requested for the 
issue of the duplicate copies of the licence on the ground 
that the original copies have been lost by them. It has 
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been further reported by the licensee that the licence 
has not been utilised at all. This licence was not re- 
gistered with any customs House. 

In support of their contention, the applicant have 
filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
impart licence No. P/D/2181881 dated 29th March, 1971 
has been lost and directs that duplicate copeis of the 
said licence should be Issued to them. The original 
licence is cancelled. 

[No. Structural /l/RM.ii/70-7 l/RM-I/3558. ] 
A. K. SARKAR, Dy. Chief Controller. 

(RRI fRRRtf STrcfRT-fRRTR *R RRMTHR) 

STTR5T 

Mr FtMV, 22 rrrMV 1972 
TTRo wjo 721. — RRRV FrMMV ’RTRRR Fr°, RdV, 
^RIRTRIR Mr FtFEMV M R^TR TIMfVFRRT FrFfPJRT % RTR1R 
% Frr rFtrMV rMMV rpr % rrMr 6 , 75 , 000 /- rMV 

% fspT rjr tTRTT R.TRR RW : qFV/MV/ 2 181881, FRRfR: 

2 9-3-71 RdTR FrRT RRT RT I RToRR MV RRFrFt 

RlMV rMV M fRTT ^R strip: RT FqTR'RK FrRT t Ft RR 

RFcTRt RR It Rf f I RTirRRRTFV 3TR RR MV MY 

R$ £ f% RTRRR TT RRR'Yr FtRRR RET FtRT RRT |'l 

R^ RTRfoT FrMY MV RVdTReT TtMrR M MMYfR RifY TURI 

ROT RT I 

rMV rM MV Tfe R RTMTT Rfi* ?r RRT WN RTf%R 
FpRT | I fRTRRFRT¥PCV RR'R (V fM RTRTrT R1RRR R5RT 
cfV/MV/21 81881, FRRRi 29-3-1971 MV RRT | Mk 
FrMst Mtt | Ft brr rttrr MV RRF=rFqRt rtrRr rrt MV 
rttV MV rtMY rtFfrt i rr rtrMr Ftrt rtrt | i 

[Ro ^RRTR/l/srKoRRo 2/70-7l/RTT°T[R°-l/3558] 

TTo %o R-JSf RT, 

BT R’"3 fRRRRl RlRTR-FTRVnn 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi , the 3rd January 1972 
S.O. 722.— M/s. Sliree Digvijay Cement Co. Ltd., 
Shreeniwas House, Waudby Road, Port, Bombay-1 were 
granted licence No. P/D-218G642/S/BB/29/H/27-30 
dated 31st December, 1988, for Rs. 4,00,000 lor the 
import of spares for Cement Manufacturing Plant. They 
have requested for issue of duplicate Customs Purposes 
Copy of the licence on the ground that the original 
Customs Purposes Copy has been lost/misplaced by 
them. It has been further reported by the licensee 
that the Customs Purposes Copy has been lost/misplac- 
ed after having been registered with the Bombay Cus- 
toms and that the same had been utilised for 
Rs. 3,00,387. 

In support of their contention the applicant have filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the origi- 
nal Customs Purposes Copy of licence No. P/D/2186642/ 
S/BB/°9/ IT/ 27-30 dated 31st December, 1968, has been 
lost /misplaced and directs that a duplicate Customs 
Purposes Copv of the said licence should be issued to 
them The original Customs Purposes Copy Is cancel- 
led. A duplicate Customs Pu’-poses Copy of the import 
licence is being issued separately. 

[No F. Cement. 6(2)/68-69/RM-fi/1245.] 
J. SHANKAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 


(RI?R RTRTCT-FRRfR *R RRRfan) 

RTRR 

RF fckr, 3 RRRtV 1972 

RRo Mto 72 2 — rMMY FrFtrrr MferMo Fro, MYFrRTr 
rthr rt?MY tVr, MM rjrF- 1 MV MYrr FtFirW RRR % 

Frit 9) I df 'JRf % RIRTR % Frit 4,00,000 Ro MFRRttRT 
Rr^RR R° MY/- Mr/ 2 1 s 6 6 4 2 /rr/MV Mr/ 2 9 /hr / 2 7 - 3 0 
FrRTT 31-12-68RRTR FtRT RRT RT I RRffM RIRRR MV 
Mr 6 t* n-M f fpptrV rFr MV rtjFrFt rttY tMV M Frit ^r irmp- 
qr rtrrr fMRT % fM rr MYrt ffr FrrrrYrFr brtY MV 
^/RFRIRTR ^V Rf I 1 rt^rrrrV str RR MV ^RRT MV R-f 
I Ft MVRTRRRr F-mMV RFt MVRTRiR: RTR?RR, if 

R'MVrR RRtM % RTR m R# t/RinqTRifR r^| MK rr Frt 
RRTT RWVR 3,00,387 Ro RRT RR fRRT RRT RT | 

RqM rM M RRRR M RTT7R7 TR % TTR WT^-’VJ RrfMR 
FRPTT^ tFRJRRRTmrRRT^f ftr^MRRo rV/#V/ 2186642 
/rr/ MV MV/ 2 9/RR/ 27-30 ft RTM 31-1 2 - 6 8 MV RR MVRT- 
r/riFrriMV!tFrMV rF ^ / rt'otrtr r i.r^ | MVt FrMrt 
Mrt | Ft rtr rtt tr MV Mirtrcr FrttMVjtFr MV setFr^t 
RTRTR t TR MV RlMV MV RTrV RtFrit I RR RVRT^eRi FrrtMV 
RFr MV RTcfV I I RTRTR R1RRR MV MVRTTJTeT fRRnMV 3T% 
MV rrFrFt rrr % Rnfv MV rt zrV | i 

[Mo Rft.R-0(2)/6 8-G9/sTR I^r-g/i245] 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

New Delhi, the 18th January 1972 

S.O. 723. — M/s. Boehringer-Knoll Limited, Bombay 
were granted Licence No, P/D/2181648 dated 15th 
March, 1971, under West German Credit for import of 
Paranitroaminodiol valued Rs. 20,00,000. They h£?^a 
requested for the issue of duplicate E.C. Copy of the 
said licence on the ground that the original copy of the 
licence has been lost. 

2. In support of their contention, the applicant have 
filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
original E.C. Copy of the licence referred to viz. P/D/ 
2181648 dated 15th March, 1971, has boon lost and direct 
that duplicate E.C. Copv of the licence In question 
should be Issued to them. The original E.C. Copy is 
cancelled. 

3. The duplicate copy of the licence is being issued 
separately. 

TNo. Ch/B-1.9 (4-5) / AM 71/R.M.3/2782J 
J SHANKAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 
for Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

(rrr FrMrt, rtrtr-FrrVr "tt ttrVrr) 

rF FRcRVf 18 RRRT1 1972 
° MV ° 7 2 3.-rMMV rVFMtrt Mr fr o ; Rraf MV qfrRtfV 
RRffr RPR M rMVR 2 0, 00, 000 R° M R-R V MT Td T ^l c T fR- 
MVFtRR M RTRTR MFVtR RT RIIRR R° MV/MV/2 1 81 648 
FRRTR: 15-3-71 RRTR FTRT RRT RT I R^VM RRR 
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bttbr biT bit FrFrrr Frbxr srfir ttF sp[FrFt vnfr 

ipB# ^ Fri* kB BTRTE qT BTRRR fqrBT £ % T jyT ^ST 

FrBBR bFb Taft R$ % I 

2. RT# R# 7i BhRR B BTRIRT 7TB # IB 5IR«T 

CRT BlfiiM PERT % I RR^ I ^ B7B7B 

STT^B B° t fr/Br/2181648flBnr 15-3-71 V\ 1JIT 

fBfBBB FrTTTT RCT bft % rTe FrTb IdT | far FBWbfVB 

tF BIT FfFRRB FrBTB ifd TB BRfaifT BTRIB 
7TB apt BTBT BIT VFft RTffT | RN BIT FfifTBR FRBRR, 
SrfcT Ef BT SfTcfr | I 

3. BTSRB RT BTFafa rFr Rri-T B RTU' TR RT Btt 

S 1 

[FTSqr ^ft^/<t-X d( 4- 5) /t^ TTTT 71/tTTBIJR 3/27 82] 

#o BBB, 

bt 7w friar, BiBur-faRTr 
yB jj®t Frbrb, BTBFT-fRRfa' 


(Office of tBe Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th Jayiuary 1972 

S.O. 724. — Shrl M. L. Daga resident of CHAS 
Dhanbad was granted a C.C.P. No. P/J/3U35664 dated 
29th March 1971 for Rs. 300/- for the import of a 32 
Borg Revolver. He has applied for a duplicate copy 
of tho C.C.P. on the ground that the original C.C.P. 
has been lost. It is further stated that the original 
C.C.P. was not registered with any Custom house and 
not utilised. In support of this contention he has filed 
on affidavit. I am satisfied that the original C.C.P. 
No. P/J/ 3035664 dated 29th March 1971 has been 
lost and direct that a duplicate C.C.P. should be issued 
to the applicant. The original C.C.P. is cancelled. 

[No. 315.IV/271/AM 71/Adhoc.] 
S. K. USMANI, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Import & Exports. 

fRR*B, BBTlR fRRfa BT BTBfBR) 

BRB 

Rtfeft, 6 R’RR C, 19 72 

tjRo Bio 72 4. — RTB, RRRTR FdRIdT t£Bo 
BBo BET Bl t£E .32 3TB fBRTPEE % BTBTB 

% fat 4, 300/— Bo BT t[B til 8 1 S£e°t> faTBTBt 4 fFfi d 
Bo ift/#/ 3035 664 fedTB 29-3-1971 STUB faBT 
BBT BT I B^fa BtBT BcB faBTBF BBfe E?I 

srf# % far* SB BRITE BC BTRRE FBBT | far IJB 
BtBT IfJ/’B fB+ltfl H <Ffi A Eft BBT £ I BTE B^ BBTBT BBT £ 
fa> BtBT fEBTBt T <Fhi FttH BTBT BEB BTBfarB # 
BB^B^BTTTEfTBBTBTWk BBBT BBTpT e£T fBBT BBT 


BT l?B^ ^BRRBBR^falTB WTldBB fBBT£ 1 
t BEUJ | far tJB BtBT SJPB fdBTBT 'TEftfH^Bo Tty’#/ 
3035664 fcdtB 29-3-1971 BBT £ Bk fafaB 
g fir btrib bT bb F^i Fm rYbt i^eBT Fi+ioT m fFo i btCt 

f%BT BHI 7 1 Fr/J I 

BB RlBT W fBBTTRl T#BT fw BTBT | I 

[BBBT315. 4/2 7l/^ T[B 7l/TrtrPfT] 

EB° BBBTBl, 

BB ^BB FbB-BBT, BTBIB-fBBfB I 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 13th January 1972 

S.O. 725.- — The Chairman, Uttar Pradesh Stale Elec- 
tricity Board, Vldhan Bhavan, Lucknow were granted 
an import licence No, G/HP/2075340/D/SW/21/H/21/ 
CG.II, dated 18th May, 1965 for Rs. 99,89,579.25P 
(Rupees ninety nine lakhs eighty nine thousand five 
hundred and seventy nine paise twenty five only in- 
cluding enhanced value from time to time). They have 
applied for the issue of a duplicate Exchange Control 
Purposes copy of the said licence on the ground that 
the original Exchange Control copy has been lost/mis- 
placed, It is further stated that the original Exchange 
Control copy was registered with State Bank of India, 
Lucknow and utilised partly. It was utilised for 
Rs. 47,38,203.25P and tho ba.ance available on it was 
Rs. 52,51,376/-. 

2. In support of this contention, the applicant has 
filed an affidavit, I am accordingly satisfied that the 
original Exchange Control Purposes copy of the said 
licence has been lost. Therefore, in exercise of the 
powers conferred under sub-clause 9(CC) of the Imports 
(Control) Order 1955 dated 7th December, 1955 as 
amended, the said original Exchange Control Purposes 
copy of licence No. G/H P/2075340/D/SW/21/C/ M /21 / 
CG.II, dated 18th May, 1965, issued to Chairman, Uttar 
Pradesh State Electricity Board, Vldhan Bhawan, 
Lucknow is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Exchange Control Purposes Copy of 
the said licence is being issued separately 'to the 
licensee. 

[No. CG.II/HEP/U-23-2G/64-G5.] 
S. A. SESHAN, 

Dy, Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

(BfB fBJTBBT, B.BTB fBB?R 771 TTTB^rB) 

STTBST 

Bf FI-bT, 13 BBBfT, 1972 

tr^o 725 .--%Bt4r, BtTC 3^ ^#T^TfB#T 

Btt, fBBTB BBR, BBBBT BR 99, 89,579'25/- B° 
(Pl'HId^ BTB BBiBl red 1 1 BTB Bt BNTBl Bo fiWl B 
7% B1W, BBB BBB TB B^pr B^ IJBB B%T) % fBTr 
T[BT BIB FT RT^BB Bo rT/itr tV/ 2 0 7 5 3 4 o/tT/bB 
2 l/T[B/2 l/lfr. oft 2flBRT 18-5-65 BBTB FBBT BBT BT I 
RT^B T #1 ^T frfBBB fBBBB 7T B f?T pT 



tHE GAZETTE Ot iNblA; tfefcfctJAkV 26 , 19 ^ 2 /PftALGttftA 2 , 1&93 


t^ART 11- 


$4i 


Rrft wt % ftnj ^r w tt; rtrrr fw £ f% ijr 

rst Mw fwm srfR ’it r£ ft Rt 1 1 rr 

fw w | f% ^ r^tt frfRRR faRRRRfRRb: 
tfRi srro tfiqi, rtir 3 > *f H'fll^nn + ii f %t srfr r yT'i Rrfw 
wftR fw rrt rt i ^rrt RTRtR 47,38,203-25*° 

% f^rcr fsFTiTT RRT RT Rft ^R RT ftR WW U-Rlpll 

52,51,376/- R° sfr I 

2. ?R R% % Rfi%R R % I*E wr RR RlflR 

fw | 1 r^rtt, t R37R g f% rrr rt?rr %t ijr rm 
fafwr faRTR srfR rt fit | 1 rr : rrt RwrfaR w 

( ffi k SPfi ) RT^R, 1955 ffiRPE 7-12-1955 fit RRRTTT 
9 (tft tft) ^ !R1T RUPERT fifi Rfiffi fiTTR gR RR7RR, 

rrt stur ^ ’$3fo$ffife ftt, fatTR rrr 1 , wi^z, %t 
*nrft fat fiR qi^itr r° tt/RR 'Tt/ 2075340 /ft/rrq 
: E3?k/2l/lft/cr^/2l/kt/ ; 3fr-2 fclFF 18-5-65 fit RRR 
TJR *JSTT ffiffiRR MW fift t[RR 5TTT T^ fit °ild) I, I 

RfiRRT^fifit^fRfRRRffiRRR Rffifit W'M'ifafa 
RiRRRRrft %t wr it Rrft fit rt T<ft i 

[r° ?fr qfr 2 /rr i ft/ £-23-23/64-6.5] 

rr° o[o rttr, 

RR *J 5 R Rlfild-fififa I 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th January 1972 

S.O. 726. — M/s. Indian National Diesel Engine Com- 
pany Limited, P61B, Circular Garden Reach Read, 
Kidderpore, Calcutta-13 were granted an import Licence 
No. .P/C-2062473/S/KQ/40/H/31.32/KQ/ 69 /Sp. Cell 
dated 24th August 1971 for Rs. 1,20,000/- (One Lakh 
and Twenty Thousand only). They have surrendered 
the licence to this office for cancellation as they are 
no longer interested in operating the same. 

Z I am accordingly satisfied that the Company does 
not want to utilise the said licence. Therefore in 
exercise of the powers conferred under Sub-clause 9 
(cc) of the Import (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7th 
December, 1955 as amended, the said original Customs 
Purposes/Ekchange Control Purposes Copy of Licence 
No. P/C/ 2062473 dated 24th August, 1971, issued 
to M/s. Indian National Diesel Engine Company Limited, 
Calcutta-43 is hereby cancelled. 

[No. SPC1/I.7/KL.7/70.71/12G6.1 

(rmt ffiRW OTTTR-ftnrtR wrr vtriRR) 

RTRR 

fit ftefift, 6 RRRft 1972 

^RoWto 726. — RRRt t^RR %RRR tfafR WT *6 o 
fRo 'ft 6 : 1 fit R^JR* RTffi T)T, ffitf^Tj*, WERT- 4 3 
fit 1,20,000/- Ro(RR RTRRfR WTfifit RTR) % f<RR 
fi^RfRTRRTCRRRo fit/Rt/2062473 <tR/%R£/ 40/t*fi/ 


3 1.3 2/t RR 69/TfiW ftR fafiffiT 2 4-8- 1971 R, 4R 
fw RRT RT I R^fft RTRRR TT TTfi T ftfR TTfifePT 
Tt ftTf-TT Rfiftct W fw | qftfar W t ^tPFTl wftk 
wr % ftrer f^'r 1 1 

2. WTRTT, # RRJGJ f ftp wf TT 

TTTFT fifT wrr | I W TTftf tpr RRTRT 

(fwrir) 19 55 RT-RTO 9(Rt ift) fWT 

7-12-1955% RPPTT 5TTR CrftTTRf fid TTPl T7 RT^RR 
Ro 'ft/tft/2 06247 3fW^ 24-8-1971%f *JR RfRT 
TTT RTRt/Rin fdfWT ffiRiPT WRRtft qf/fiTT RT R% «f! 

fiRW %tW %o fRo fTOJ-43 %T RTft 
%t Rf «ft tr^XRT %! RRft | I 

[RWRtW/l. 7/%qR— 7/70-7l/l2b6 

New Delhi, the 15 th January 1972 

S.O. 727. — M/s. Cambridge Instruments (India) Limit- 
ed, Poona were granted an import licence No. P/G/ 
2061597 /S/KQ/35/H/29.30/KQ’08/ Sp. Cell dated 25th 
August, 1970 for Rs. 50,000/- (Rupees Fifty Thousand 
on,y). They have applied for the issue of a duplicate 
Customs Purposes Copy of the said licence on the ground 
that the original Customs Purposes Copy has been lost. 
It is further stated that the original Customs Purposes 
Copy was registered with the Customs authorities at 
Bombay. 

It was reported to have been utilised for Rs. 22,668/- 
and the balance available on it was reported to be 
Rs. 27,332/-. 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit on a stamped paper in the prescribet 
form. I am accordingly satisfied that the original Cus- 
toms Purposes Copy of the said licence has been lost. 
Therefore in exercise of the powers conferred under 
Kub-Ciause 9(cc> of the Import (Control) Order, 1955 
dated 7th December, 1D55 as amended the said original 
Customs Purposes Copy of licence N°- P/C/2061597, 
dated 25th August, 1970 issued to M/s Cambridge In- 
struments (India) Ltd,, Poona is hereby cancelled. 

3, A duplicate Customs Purposes Copy of the said 
licence is being issued separately to the licensee. 

[No. SPCI./C.4/KL.6/ 69-70/ 1239.] 
S. R. MINOCHA, 

Joint Chief Controller of Imports & Exp.rf'i. 
fit fwr, is q;wCr, 197 2 

tTRo Rfo 727. — Rftft %fGRJ| W?^TRR (?fw ) fR°, 

W 5 0, 0 0 0/- Eo (iRTR^Rto RET) TnrqnsrrRTR 
RT^RR Ro l ft/%V/2061 597/TR/%/ i Pj;/35/l!R/29-30/ 
% qR’68/Ef?TR RR fw 2 5- 8- 1 9 7 0 pftfed fW W 
RT I dnft-T 3W dTffRR %T RRfrf'T iftRTRW TT% RRtft 
qfR % ftnj ?R RTRTT TT RTR^R fw % f% JJR fflRiaic+ 

WRJt qfR %T Rf | 1 RTTf fiq fidTfiT RfiT | f% RR R>Rr- 
RTRRqsft RfR RffiTRcR RlftTRlft % fiTR'ftft$R 

R^qfdRf<RfWRRT|ffi7 22,668/-fio %fRRprntq-g- 
RT TfiRtR W fW RfiT | rV WR 27,332/-^° RTfift^RT 
RT I 
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2. g'Ffrr rot ot if’srr^SOT b famfVfr 

Jr OTHTUI TT IJOT OTOTT Td STfiaOT fOTTT ? I OTUJBT7 

% $ fOT TTT 'TT?T r l ^ 1J5T TkT TOOT OTTTTOTifT Tfa 

u> irf | i ttPtt, tto Rsftfgrr otto ([tttot ) wnJur, 

1955ftTOOT 7-12-1 955OTlTOnmT 9 (fff Rt ) OTTOTOTOT 
OTJOT wfETTTff OTT TTFT OT 7 rT ’TTf'fa R offt/ffr/ 206/597 
ftdTOT 25-8-1970 OTt 3OTT iftor TpOT OTTOT TOTdT STfiT OTt 
T^gt TTO2TOTT (jfTOTT ) foo, ■JOTT OTT HI iff >tfV 

Tf| eff Jif rT^jrn 7^ fvTJir U1T«T f I 

3. TOFT TOJTT tTt wfOTf'T ^fhTT V)/OT TIT tWt 
wtt ft arrft ott to T if 1 1 


[wmr qw ft ift qw/rft. 4 /% <jto 6 / 69 - 70 / 1239 ] 

’sflnrur frRr^tT, 

tttt tot frofaOT, m-TiT-f^rtfi 1 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd February 1972 

S.O. 728. — Import licence No. G/R/2087245 dated 
21st October 1969 for Rs. 898 lor the import of Pile rod 
assembly dash pot assembly & propeller shaft was 
issued in favour of M/s. J. Stone & Co. India Pvt. Ltd., 
Calcutta against Free Resources. 

The licencee have now requested for the issue of 
Duplicate Customs purposes copy of the above said 
licence on the ground that the original Customs pur- 
poses copy has been lost or misplaced by them. It 
has been further reported by them that the 'licence re- 
mained unutilised and was not registered with any 
Customs house. 

In support of their contention, the applicants have 
filed an affidavit along with application & Treasury 
receipt of Rs. 5. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
original Customs purposes copy of import licence No. 
G/R/2087245 dated 21st October, 1969 has been lost or 
misplaced and directs that a Duplicate Customs Pur- 
poses copy of the said licence should be issued to 
them. In exercise of the powers conferred on the 
undersigned under Clause 9 pf the Imports Control 
Order No. 17/55 dated 7th December, 1955, as amended 
from time to time, the original Customs purposes copy 
is hereby cancelled, 

The Duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the licence 
is being issued separately. 

[No. 25. J/Rly/69.70/GLS/483.] 

I. A. RASHID, 

Dy, Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
for Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

fHtWF STWTR-faq% OT1 OTTtr *W 

STKOT 

far 2 OT7TTT, 19 7 2 

728. — ^flrqTSTTo 

fro, ottopw ot'I tot Tm tU ipfajr'fr £ot 


Tfc 898 4o % 

RtT TOT ^/sTK/2 08 7 245 fTOltOT 21-10-69 

OTlfi fOTOTT TOT TO I 

TO^TTtnfr ott % tot tot^to to? tot otV tj?ot 

fdOTTTO Tfrf OTt ^RtTt OTrfr OTTOT % STTOTT TO 

otitot Rptt $ fro tot (Rpt toot fron# srfr to¥t gft 

wi ft TO 5FTOTO«T fr Iff | I tfV $OTTO tfV $ 

fa ott tto>t faro otto to sftr toot! fa*ft 

tffTO 7j?OT OTRTfTOT if TOfl^T OTTOTO TOT TO I 

tot % totto if ir totot to iAt 5 to 

OTf TTOTOThr Ttffc % imr IT^r TOI'TTO TlP'OTT f%JTT I I 
fd^y./dltTfl RvTC 7: I fffr UTRET W° ^ff/WTT/ 

2087245 f^TTfOT 21—10—69 ^JT RlOTT3]?OT pTOTTlfV 

TfT <Jt Tf | OTT | %HOTTft 

TfR OTf (fnr/f'TOT fTOTRfl JTfcf # 5Fl[fiffT OTlfT 
OTnfr ^i%T I EOTOT ROTT it TTT TOTtfw STHTTR f/OTTOT 
WliOT Wo 17/55 f^TTOT 7-12-1955 RTTT 9 % 

otrtw otI tt/t wfm'rit ott ttiot ott/I jh 

RtOTT fffOTRfV Rfcr um^TD OTTtft ^ I 

otV wftmrFf PtotrtI tFr otV OTTf/ffT srror 

# OTPfV OTl OTT ^ I 

[TSTI 2 5— ^ /\W $ / 6 9 . 7 0/#1‘/FOT/^OT/483] 
qrfo tto 

TT T*iT fTTiTOT WOTTT fTTicT 1 

MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 
ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 18th February 1972 

S.O. 729. — The Central Government hereby moires the 
following amendment in the notified Order of the 
Government of India, Ministry of Industrial Develop- 
ment No. S.O. 5174/15/IDRA/71 dated 16th November, 
1971. 

Chairman 

For Shri A. Bose Offg. Secretary Commerce & 
Industry Deptt., West Bengal Govt., Calcutta. 
Read Shri A. Bose, Special Officer & Ex-officio 
Secretary, Commerce & Industry Deptt., West 
Bengal Government, Calcutta. 

[No. 9 (29) / 7 1-LP (2) .] 

tflwffiT* ftfOTTH 

Rf lSOTUTTi', 1972 

T£WoWf° 729. — (ROT1T nHff (TWIT 

* ftr^FTR R3TOTOT % 5 TTIot ^0 fffoWTo 


944 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: FEBRUARY 26, 1972/PHALGUNA 7, 1893 


[Part II— 


5174/l6/trr§ *TR q/71 fTOF 16-11-1971 R 

(wfafafi TmtiFT TOsft $ i 

«ff CTo sftff flfTOT, 5T«TffT 

bri otft Pdtft, 

BBTFT RTTO! TOTOT I W TTH TT 

«ft t[o aft^r favtaTfiwrf) trin^r, 

^rrprf jit ?rt Pfrit 

'TfWT apTTH 3TTOT, TO- 

TOT I *lffa I 


9(29)/7njffo7f(2)] 

S.O. 730.— -The Ceneral Government hereby makes the 
following amendment in the notified Order of the 
Govt, of India Ministry of Industrial Development 
No. S.O. 5775/ 15/IDRA/71 dated 16th November, 1971. 

Chairman 

For Shrl A. Bose Officiating Secretary. Commerce 
& Industry Deptt. West Bengal Govt.. 
Calcutta. 

Read, Shri A. Bose, Special Officer flc Ex-officio 
Secretary, Commerce & Industry Depit , West 
Bengal Government Calcutta. 

[No. F. 9(30)/7t/LP(lM 
S. A. T R1ZVI, Under Secy. 

sf| O 7 30.— %'SVff TOR BffBiJPT RTTB IRTO % 
Wt*rVpFF fiPFTIT TOTyBI % 5 Ml^*M Ho H>To 5(10 

5775/15/^ st UR t»/71 fcfffa 16-11-1971 R 
fdVipHpUd WtRff TO7V t I 

tit ito sflff WW 

^nfror bbt fffNFr, ifaffR 

5HT5T TO6TT, TOTO7 I fi F41T <R 

«Ft tJ o 3 W fWTrfBTOTt 

5T*rr faWFT 
Tf^rB BRET RTTO, TOT- 
TOT I I 

ff l ' 9(3 0 )/ 71 tpTo ffo(l)] 
trflfo no fHjjRt, VA~r t 


vrryB-TT *frm 
*t^ foNI, i 5 TTBrfr, 1972 

731. — ptr RRR TT TOtffeRT RTOftff 

RTW TO (jpTFTff fwr) ftfopr, 1955 % fMffRff 
3 ^ TtMtEDT (2) fftr (3) % TFTHT 7 ’ frmftff W 
I r^rr gm TrftnjfTB fron vttbt £ f% I S 10-1970 tft 
t TfefT % f%TT rtTIW? %t (tftflTT ’JffvteEr) 

fff £ I BT^fFT RTOFT B%*IT (sPTTOfff 
BtTO % TOff % f%Trr fd Pulled 1 o UFTBft, 1 9 7 2 % 

TFJ^r UTFBft sfk Is : 10-1 964 

Hf £ 29 TOBfl 1972 BBT HPT BTR vTnj I 

[ffo (ft tTTT ft/ 13: 2] 

S.O. 732.— In pursuance of sub-regulations (2) an. 
(3) of regulation 3 of the Indian Standards Institution 
(Certification Marks) Regulations. 1955. os amended 
, m time to time, the Indian Standards Institution 
hereby notifies that IS.6177-1P7] specification for phos- 
phamidon water soluble concentrates has been establ- 
ished For purposes ol Indian Standards Institution 
(Certification Marks) Scheme thi<= specification shall 
-ome into force with effect from 16th December, 1971. 

TNo. CMD/13:2 1 
iVI V. PATANICAR, Director (Central Marks). 

STto 7.3 2. — RIFT Bffff qy (fvftftrB ffffpp 

RPTT (H*Ru|d fdfdilff, 1 955 % fa Pd 4 B 3 % ^ff- 

Ikfddd ( 2) 5ftT ( 3 ) % SFJffTT ffDifFr (TRffi (paqr jpt 

R ferr ^nffT | f% IS : 6 177-1 971 TO^r^Hni- 

Tffa^JTq; J -'ti KiVsiff %V f ifijrf'ff fdti'rfi'-i %t fff ^ j vgmfFr 
RFFF #pqT (HRFffff ) ffmffl qBfff % fffftlfRJ 

16fffRT^T 1971 ^ TBTfft I 

<P v 


[Ro Rt tnr ft/ 13 : 2 ] 


ff R v ^ o ffPTRHT , 
fff^TTr (R^T RFT^) I 


(Indian Standards Institution) 

New Delhi, the 15th January 1972 

S.O. 731.. — In pursuance of sub-regulations (2) „nd 
(3) of regulation 3 of the Indian Standards Institution 
(Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, as amended 
from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution 
hereby notifies that IS : 1 0-1970 Specification for Plywood 
tea-chests (third revision) has been established. For 
purposes of the Indian Standards Institution (Certifica- 
tion Marks) Scheme this specification .-hall come into 
force with effect from 10 January, 1972 and the super- 
seeded version, namely IS; 10-1964 shell also run con- 
currently with Ihe ne\y version upto 29 Ih February 
1972, 

[No. CMD/13:2.1 


DEPARTMENT OF COMPANY AFFAIRS 

Chartered Accountants 
New Delhi, the 28th January 1972 

SO. ?33.--In pursuance of paragraph 1 of Sche- 
dule B to the Chartered Accountants Regulations, 
1964, the Central Government hereby recognises the 
following examination as equivalent to the Interme- 
diate Examination of a University Constituted by Law 
in India, namely: — 

Diploma in Commercial Practice, awarded by the 
Board of Technical, Education, Government of 
Kerala. 

[No. F. 8/2/71-IGC.] 
M. C. VERMA, Under Secy, 
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( qr’p'pft vni from ) 

-IF? npTTT^V 

q$ froft 2 8 TOTTfl, 1871 

| VToW° 733. — FF? iFZTsiz fafqqq, 1964 
M sqj’j-fr ?r^Tn i qq^rcq q, Mfci qqqro, fqrq- 
faf^cr 'ifiw qfr, ^ft Jr fqftr jft nfsq f%qr faFi- 
faerm qft we^fqfsTrq to $tt % qq;f q % to q 
ritoti Mr t ¥«rW: — 

a-TO qro/F, qrofrqr furerr tot 3ft totr fror 
qqr qrfroq totor if fe^fiqr 1 

[q® TOo 8/2/71-mfo#o?ftoJ 
TO 0 #0 arR-f, scrro qfro 1 


MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL AVIATION 

New Delhi, the 1st February 1972 

S.O. 734. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by flection 4 of the Air Corporations Act, 1953 (27 of 
1953), and in supersession of all previous notifications 
and orders on the subject, the Central Government 
hereby directs that, with immediate effect and until 
further orders, the Board of Directors of Air-Incha 
Corporation shall consist of the following, namely:— 

Chairman 

Shri J. R, D. Tata. 

Managing Director 

Air Marshal M. S. Chaturvedi. 

Directors 

Shri N. P. Sen, Chairman, Indian Airlines. 

AVM S. A. Hussain, Mg. Director, Indian Airlines 
Shri N. Khosla Jt. Secretary, Min. of T&CA. 

Shri Ravi J. Matthai. 

Shri K. N. Mookerji. 

Shri M, S. Sundara. Chan man-cu,ro-M. D., ITDC, 
Shri S. K. Kpoka, Commercial Director, Air-India. 

Shri K. K. IJnni, Asstt. General Manager, Air- 
India. 

Shri K. G. Appuswamy, Director of Engg., Air- 
India. , ... 

LNo. AV 18013/3, 71-AC. | 

TOTO tfbC qFTT i^qrqq «f 5T<FT*T 

f^-vfr 1 TFqft, 1972 

IJRo 7 3 4. — TPT fqqq qFqfqqq, 1 95 3 fl953 

VT 27) dtt tTFT 1 % JFI TFT TTfFpff FT qqfq qF^T 

Tqr to Fqqq to qqr M qfqjqqrtfr tfF qrrsff to 
nrfa^nTT toto fir, to tot q^ro tr^Fr fq^q tor t 
fqnFqqrq tftr qrqpff tot, rrTO-?fTOqi wqft^PT 
% fq?vrq qFT Jr Fq^fqf’qq toFto qfrqfqq tot, scrqfa- 

SIsqST : ITo qFo -#to jtht 


TOTO-fq?FTO : VTO qTsfq TOouq® qqffr 

faTOro : sift tv® to, wn, ?fiqqq tov 

WH' 

rtJF qiTO qnTO nq° ir 0 fHTq, TO 

fq^BF, ?F>Fqq 

Ftnqo FiTOi, qqqq qfqq, wro h’r 
qrqr fVqiqq qqmq 
sift qfq rqo qK«uf 
Sift trqo qqFff 

’ft trq° tot® qvgyr, stotst q w 
Fq^PF, to qjfcq fqroq fqqq 
fjftiTqo %o toft, qTfqrorq fqqw, nqT- 

ssft =£®*F° tjqft, qnqq- qgTTOW, t^F 
TffqT 

ssft %o jft<> q^Frrqt, ^^ftfqqft, fq<- 
TOT, triF-^ foqqr 

[Ro iro ^to 18813/3/71-^0 ifto ] 

S.O. 736 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 4 of the Air Corporations Act, 1963 (27 of 
1953), and in supersession of all previous notifications 
and orders on the subject, the Central Government 
hereby directs that, with immediate effect and until 
farther orders, the Board of Directors of Indian Air- 
lines Corporation shall consist of the following, name- 
ly.- 

Chairman 

Shri N. P. Sen. 

Managing Director 
AVM, S. A. Hussain. 

Directors. 

Shri J. R. D. Tota, Chairman, Air-India 

A/M M. S, Chaturvedi, Managing Director, Alr- 

Indla. 

Shri N. Khosla, Jt. Secretary, Min. of T&CA. 

Shri Ravi J, Mathai. 

Shri K. N. Mookerji. 

Shri M. S. Sundara, Chairman-cum-M. D„ ITDC. 

Shri V. Satyamurti, Financial Controller, Indian 
Airlines. 

Shii C. J, Lisely, Cpmmercial Director, Indian 
Airlines. 

Air Marshal O, P. Mehra, Chairman, H. A. L. 

[No. AV 18013/3/71-AC.J 

N. SEHGAL. Secy. 

tTRo sfto 725 . — qrq Fqqq wFtnquq, 1953 

( 1953 FT 27 ) qfrqFT4 % TFT TOH HftqqT qq SpAq 

tM fq qqr to Ftoj to q*fr qF'TgFqrfff tftr qrfq'f 
qq tTfqspqq *fFR ^q, TOflq TOTOPTF PqqjFT f ; T : Fr &fr 
^ Fqr qfTOTO srtr qrqpft qTtFf qqr, ^fcyqq FrqroUFq 
TOTOtvrq % fq%TO q¥q q fqrofqfFq sqfqq fr "- rT "fqq 
fTff, qqfq: — 


Nf trqo qfo qq 
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rpr Tufa qRo T l° 
fdfsR : «fr 3To mro tft° etet, zmw, qm- 
TfiCTT I 

qm Rbifa qRoq?to JT^r 

OTC-^fowr I 

sftq^o ^frfWT, RfTT, Tfcq 

sftr nmx fTR’T'W i 

eft Tft Re«TT^ 

«fV %o q^o ^«psff 

«ft thto^o g^r, mrsr ^ snro 
fa^PF, RPT qtfjT fWTR fTTR I 
wfY^fVo mqqfr, fan f^q’^r, ?f?qT 
qqw$H? i 

sfr tfr <fo mqmfr, qifurAi fwr? 

ft'CRPT qT^nffR' 

qTT RTSTH mo qfYo Jr^TT, STSRSfr 
fi^$TdTq qTtqifEW fao I 
[To qo «fto x 80 13 / 3/7 l-^o tffo] 

qR° ^irw, Rf**r 1 
^ 22 famm 1971 

VTo Wfo S570.-TPJTFT wfafamr, 1934 <1" ffTTT 6 

tfrswu ( 1 ) ¥w(x) iru^^T^4T!iT>rTr^ 
jq, %dfrtr mqrn: q^errm snf sr ^ft ^ f% mxs tuftt 
if,- qfjVT Sift BUTT fWPT'T T^INT *frt srfa^miT To TTo 
TTo 5363 fWiV 4 f^T5RT 1971 % TIM 4 *PK* 

farnfafafr u^qft 1 nr srfm«rrf r -i?r *ft <srrqift mrftj : — 


«R?T 

(1) 

TflTtr TT fmdTT 

(2) 

NTCfrr 

fircfV tfV fern t *nsr Jf srfm? mfr 


mqqR rft r mrfrv qpr#TT it sr^ifNd 


R»tr q-ryiR, trit fmrm R^rfqfwqi 


ITT? q'q I thtr if, im-mr 3 ! qr q«rr 


■qftr^rTT, TfTT RTtr, RTTcT 


if Tirif % rmr qfT fprRr fmrtfdNT % 


if sr^fr qr qiw ; T qrff i 


To TJTo qo ff— 11013/4/7 1^ 


TOffaT JjtTTT, TfTT TfTT I 


HU RTTW 

tfz mr 

trflo ufto 736. — TTCr % tttptt mnrrrm, 

24 W, 1971 3, 1893 

TUT 2, 3, T'T-STtt? (ji) #T 3158 it 3160 

fpp qr Tnfsm tttt mriT % qy trenmr qft wfk- 

^ffcprr TWT 471° Wo 5242, TTfl^T 24 Jpum, 1971 

if:— 

1 . q*5 3159 TO — 

(i) 3 Jr, "#” tin "(*)” *rt. 

P4Tfqd 4^ ; 

(ii) hwt 9 if, ‘‘#*fr 11 T” q- frq "t«rfqTT” 

<f; 

(iii) *^v if,— 

(5 f) 7 brut "qni'swrrez " % fuq 

"TT^Yrl” qf I 

(m) ^ tw 8 % unuf "jfqr£ ^qqTsfr” 

% far ■qqqnff" if 

(t) wto 9 $ TTB%“5T#T”%fJiq"5fr!iR” 

qf 1 

(w) %n qrwr 14 ^ ttbt "Hymji” $ fatf 
"ffoum'T «rf 

2. 3160 m, *r,: 

(t) qnr^JTT 1 6 % Tm (jifr T»mfr” 

% frq ''Iit^t ijsfV Tnr?fr” qf 
(m) W ?WT 19 ^ HTT^ "T>frrTf«TT’' % f^r 
"Tfr^tqmr’' qf 

[wt 10 / 32 / 71 -qTo m<o] 
mrrr ipjr, ?rm Tfmr i 

ELECTION COMMISSION of INDIA 

New Delhi, the 10th. February 1972 
S.O. 737. — In pursuance of section 100 of the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1851, the Election Commis- 
sion hereby publishes the judgment dated the 20th 
January. 1972 of the High Court of Punjab & Haryana 
in Election Petition No. 5 of 1971. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HAjRYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH. 

CIVIL ORIGINAL SIDE 
Election Petition No. 5 of 1071 

1. Sardar Singh son of S. Sant Singh, resident of 

Dharam Pura Bazar, Patiala. 

2 . Kartar Singh son of Gumam Singh, resident of 

village Bhoglan Tehsil Rajpura, District 
Patiala. — 

— Petitioners. 

Versus 

1. Shri Sat Paul Kapur, Member Parliament, New 
Delhi. 
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2. Sardar Gian Singh Rarewala, village and post 

office Rara Tehsll and District Ludhiana. 

3. Maharani Mohinder Kaur, Ex-Member Parlia- 

ment, Moti Bagh Palace, Patiala — Respondents. 

Election petition under Sections 80 and 81 of the Rep- 
resentation of People Act, 1951, praying that this 
Hon’ble Court be pleased to hold that corrupt practices 
within the meanings of section 123(2), (3), (4), (6) and 
(7) of the Act have been committed by Respondent No. 1, 
the returned candidate, his agents and other persons 
with hia consent and the election of Respondent No. 1 
to the Lok Sabha from Patiala Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency be declared void and the costs of the petition be 
allowed to the petitioner. 

Present : 

Th* Hon’ble Mi-, Justice D. K. Mahajae 

For the Petitioner. — Mir. F. Lall Setia Advocate for 
Petitioner Kartar Singh. 

For the Respondents.-— Mr. H, L. Sibal, Senior 
Advocate, (Mr. Harbhagwan Singh, Advocate, 
Mr. R. L. Sharma, Advocate and Mr. S. P. 
Gupta, Advocate with him) Mr. J. P. Chowdhri. 
Advocate, for the respondent No. 2. 

JUDGMENT 

Respondent 1, Shri Sat Paul Kapur, was declared 
elected as a member of the Lok Sabha from the Patiala 
Parliamentary Constituency in the poll held on 5th of 
March, 1971. The counting took place on the 10th of 
March, 1971, and the result was declared on the 12th 
of March, 1971. There were three candidates in the 
field including the returned candidate, Mr. Gian Singh 
Rarewala and Maharani Mohinder Kaur. 

Sardar Singh and Kartar Singh filed petition under 
sections 80 and 81 of the (Representation of People Act. 
1951, cading in question the election of the returned 
candidate on 20th of April, 1971. This petition was 
contested by tne returned candidate. Later on, Sardar 
Singh’s counsel made an application orally praying that 
he piay be permitted to withdraw from the contest. 
This prayer was rejected by me by my order dated 
October 11, 1971, on the short ground that the petition 
was by two petitioners and one of them cou.d not with- 
draw the same. Kartar Singh, however, wanted to 
continue the petition. He engaged another counsel. 
The counsel who was representing him namely Mr. 
Mohinder Jit Singh Sethi, made a prayer that he may 
be-'permitted to withdraw from the case. This prayer 
was allowed. The counsel who was engaged by Kartar 
Singh then examined evidence. As many as eight 
witnesses were examined and at the last hearing fixed 
for the evidence, a statement was made by Kartar 
Singh that he did not wish to appear in the witness- 
box and was closing his case. At this stage, an appli- 
cation was moved by one Pran Nath that Kartar Smgh 
had colluded with the returned candidate and he may 
be permitted to prosecute the petition. A notice of this 
application was issued to the counsel for the returned 
candidate. They put in their reply and before any 
order could be passed. Pran Nath disappeared from 
the scene and in his place one Ajit Singh made an ap- 

S lication in the same terms as the application of Pran 
lath. I permitted Ajit Singh to agitate the matter in 
place of Pran Nath and the matter was referred for 
decision, on the question whether such an application 
was maintainable, to a larger Bench, The larger Bench 
heard the matter on January 10, 1972, and by its deci- 
sion dated January 19, 1972, held that neither Pran 
Nath nor Ajit Singh could make the petition of the 
kind they had made. The petitions made by them were, 
accordingly, rejected. 

The position now is that there is only Kartar Singh 
In the field who has closed his evidence. The respon- 
dents have led no evidence. The evidence led by 
Kartar Singh does not prove any of the corrupt prac- 
tices alleged in the election petition. Therefore, there 


is no material on the basis of which the election of the 
returned candidate can be set aside. In this view of 
the matter, I reject the petition of Sardar Singh and 
Kartar Singh and burden them with costs amounting 
to Rs. 1.000. 


January 20, 1972. 


Sd./- D, K. Mahajan, 
Judge. 


[No. 82/PB/5/71.1 


New Delhi, the 11th February 1972 
S.O. 738. — In pursuance of section 106 of tho Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Com- 
mission hereby publishes the judgment, pronounced on 
the 14th January, 1972 by the High Court of Orissa, 
In Election Petition No. 8 of 1971. 

Election Petition No. 5 of 1971 

In the matter of an application under section 80 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 

Narasingha Charan Mohanty— Petitioner. 

versus 

Surendra Mohanty — Respondent. 

For petitioner.— M/s. S. Miara (1), S. C. Misra, 
S. P. Mohapatra, S. Kar and Miss Rama Natia. 

For respondent.— M/s. R. Mohanty, G. B. Mohanty 
and D. Sahu. 


Present : 

The Honourable Mr. Justice B. C. Das. 

Das, J„ 

The petitioner In thia election petition was a regis- 
tered voter for the Kendrapara Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency (Lok Sabha) in respect of the election held on 
5th March, 1971. The sole respondent Shri Surendra 
Mohanty was one of the contesting candidates for the 
Lok Sabha and secured the highest number of votes 
and was declared elected on 14th March, 1971. The 
petition questions the election of Shri Surendra 
Mohanty on grounds of corrupt practices under sub- 
sections (3) and (4) of Section 123 of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to 
as the Act). 


2. Broadly stated, the allegations under Section 123(3) 
of the Act are that there had been an appeal to reli- 
gious symbol by the respondent through others with his 
consent in an editorial (Ext. 1) In any Oriya Daily 
KALINGA of 15th February, 1971 and in a news-item 
(Ex. 2) in the said Daily dated 19th February, 1971 and 
also at a meeting on 15th February, 1971 at Narsaghai 
within the aforesaid Parliamentary Constituency. 

Under Section 123(4) of the Act the allegation Is 
that at the said meeting the respondent made a false 
statement of the facts reflecting on the personal charac- 
ter and conduct of the one of the rival candidates, 
namely, Shri Surendra Nath Dwivedl, in his speech at 
the said meeting and also in the aforesaid news-item 
(Ex. 2). It is alleged further that the respondent knew 
this statement of facts to be false or atleast did not 
believe it to be true. 


3. At the outset certain material aspects of the case 
which are not in dispute deserve to be noticed. Be- 
sides Shri Surendra Nath Dwivedi, there was another 
candidate Shri Pradyumna Ki shore Bal and the votes 
secured by the three candidates are detailed below: — 


Shri Surendra Mohanty 1,23,080 

Shri Surendra Nath Dwivedi 1,20,707 

Shri Pradyumna Kishore Bal 1,11,235 


Shri Surendira Nath Dwivedi was the candidate of 
the Praja Socialist Party (P.S.P.) and had been return- 
ed from this particular Parliamentary Constituency on 
earlier occasions Including the elections in 1962 and 
1967 when the respondent Shri Surendra Nath Mohanty 
had also been a contestant. Shri Surendra Mohanty 
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■was the candidate of the Utkal Congress Paity ot 
which Shri Biju .Patnaik was the leader. The election 
symbol allotted to him by the Ejection Commissioner 
was a Water-wheel and Plough (HAL-CHAK) referred 
to by the witnesses here as CHAKA LANGALA. 

The respondent was at all material times and even 
now happens to be the editor of the KOLINGA pub- 
lished irom the Kalina a Press, Cuttack, owned by the 
Kalinga Publication whose chairman was Shri Biju 
Patnani. The respondent was aiso the Managing 
Editor of the paper from 1963 and had been a Member 
of the Lok Sabha from 1957 to 1962 and of the Rajya 
£>abha from 1652 to 1956. 

The meeting that took place on 15th February, 1971, 
was at Marsaghal as referred to above. This is within 
the Patkura Assembly Constituency. This area has 
floods almost every year and there were particularly 
high floods in 1953, 1961, 1969 and 1970. Marasaghal 
and its adjoining places had also a heavy cyclone m 
1967 and another in October, 1971 after the election 
now in question. It appears that after the 1967 cyclone 
dillerent non-otflcial organisations had come up and 
political and social workers and also Government had 
t alien up the cause of providing relief to the distressed 
in these areas as a result of these natural calamities. 

This meeting was one of the several meetings organi- 
sed by the Utical Congress in the area. It waa held in 
the evening and the respondent Shri Surendra Mohan ty, 
Shri Biju Patnaik and Shri Rajklshore Naik addressed 
the meeting. The last mentioned person was one of 
the candidates for the State Legislative Assembly. 

4. Thus, the controversy mainly centres round the 
contents of the speeches delivered at the meeting by 
the respondent and by Shri Biju Patnaik. The other 
part of thp dispute bears on the implications of the edi- 
torial (Ex. 1) and ox the news-item (Ex. 2), winch is 
nothing other than a report of these speeches delivered 
at ihe meeting. 

5. The matters to be considered, broadly stated, are 
whether, keeping in view tire requirmenta of sub-section 
(3) and (4) of section 123 of the Act — 

(uj the respondent had any voice in the writing or 
publisiimg of Ex. i or Ex. 2? 

(b) a false personal aspersion had been cast on Shri 
Surendra Nath Dwrvedi for collecting donations 
and not rendering accounts in the respondent s 
speech or in Ex. 2; and 

(c) there had been an appeal to a religious symbol, 
namely, the plough and the wheel, in Ex. I or 
in Ex. 2 or by Shri Biju Naik in his speech with 
the consent of the respondent. 

0. The respondent was admittedly the editor of the 
Daily KALINGA. He had been appointed in 1903 and 
this paper had started publication in 1960 when one Shri 
Manmohan Miara was then the editor. All the rele- 
vant issues of the Daily KALINGA mention the name 
if the respondent as the Editor. The Printer's line in 
the issue of the Kalinga dated 15th February, 1971, as lu 
Ex. 22 mokes the position clear. Further, the Declara- 
tion (Ex. 25) in the KALINGA dated 5th March, 1971, 
under the Press and Registration of Books Act, 1967 
declares the respondent as the Editor. 

But the case of the respondent is that before the 
election, the respondent in Ex.l had moved the Chair- 
man of the Kalinga Publication for directing one Shri 
Qyanendranath Verma who figures as witness No. 3 for 
the respondent to remain in charge of editing the paper, 
writing editorials and also editing news reports m the 
KAUNGA, This letter is Ex.l dated 13th January, 
1971. On the vary same day the Chairman accepted 
the proposal and in acknowledgement there of Shri 
Gyanendranath Verma endorsed it on the every same 
day. The case of the respondent further Is that he 
never had anything to do with the writing of the edi- 
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torials or in the matter of editing news reports or for 
the matter of that with the publication of the Daily 
aijice after 15th January, 1971 till August 1971 and 
even thereafter he was occasionally writing the 
editorials. 

7. On behalf of the petitioner It has been urged that 
since the respondent was the editor within the meaning 
of the Section 7 of the Press and Registration of Books 
Act, 1867 the presumption that arises under the law 
must operate. For thjs, reliance has been placed on 
the case of D. P. Mlsr a v K, N. Sharma (AIR 1971 SC 
856) wherein It has been held that Section 7 raises u 
presumption that a person whose name ig printed in 
the copy of the newspaper is Ihe editor or every por- 
tion of that issue. The fact no doubt is that in both 
issues of the Dally KALINGA relating to Ex. 1 and Ex. 
2, the respondent figures as the editor In the Printer’s 
line. It is, therefore, emphasised that since the rf- 
pondent must be held to be the editor of eveiy porifon 
of these issues, there can be no escape from the position 
that the full responsibility In respect of Exs. i and 2 
must rest on the respondent and iL is not open to him 
to explain it away by resorting to a plea on the basis of 
a letter like Ex. I. 

8. It is, however, to be noticed that in the aforesaid 
decision of the Supreme Court the further observation 
are : — 

“The presumption undor Section 7 of the Press 
and Registration of Books Act undoubtedly 
arises but in a charge under Section 123(4) of 
the Representation of the People Act the pre- 
sumption under Section 7 of the Press and 
Registration of Books Act, 1867 would come 
with greater or lesser force according to the 
circumstances to aid a person claiming that 
the editor was responsible for the publication 
and that the publication was to the knowledge 
of the editor.” 

9. It must follow that this presumption is nothing 
more than a rebuttable presumption and if circum- 
stances are there to prove that the editor In fact was 
not responsible for the publication or that he had no 
knowledge of the publication, the presumption would 
stand rebutted. 

10. To this, the answer is that in the present case 
the declaration in Ext. 25 further confirms this pre- 
sumption and since there is nothing to indicate therein 
that the editing of the paper had been left under the 
sole management of Shri Gyanendranath Verma. IheriV 
is no scope at all to place any reliance in Ext. L which 
is nothing but a self-serving document concocted for 
the purpose of this case. 

11 . Shri Gyanendranath Verma R.W. 3 and the res- 
pondent R.W. 8 have been closely cross-examined on 
this aspect. The respondent admits that the letter to 
the Chairman of the Kalinga Publication as in Ext. L 
Is the carbon copy and not the original and does not 
bear any office number. But the genuiness of the 
signature of the respondent, the chairman of the 
Kalinga Publication and Shri Gyanendranath Verma 
on this exihibit is not questioned. Accordingly, while 
it, may be that the original type-written script of the 
Ext. L is with the respondent as deposed to by him, 
that cannot be of any consequence. While extracting 
from the respondent In his cross-examination the ad- 
mission that this was not the original type-written 
script of the letter, cross-examination has not been 
pursued further to find out what was ihe occasion for 
not utilising this original script and hence this cannot 
be a factor sufficient to look upon Ext, L with any 
degree of suspicion, 

12. It, however, appears in Ext. L that words “In 
February” have been penned through and this occurs 
at the end of the first paragraph of the letter. This 
has been initialled by the respondent, It has been 
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brought out In the cross-examination of Shrl Gyanend- 
ra Nath Verma that the elections were earlier reported 
to be held in February, 1971. But since it was postponed 
,i he words “in Febiuary'' ill paragraph 1 of the letter 
have been penned through. But he further deposes 
that by 15th January, 1971, namely the date of Ext. L 
they used to hear that the elections had been fixed for 
February and Is unable to say whether they had heard 
about the change of the date of the elections prior to 
15th January, 1971, or thereafter. Accordingly, it is 
urged that this is purely an indication of the fact that 
this letter must have been a concoted one and the expl- 
anation of Shri Gyanendra Venna is patently conflic- 
ting. 

18. Such an argument ignores the fact that Shri 
Gyanendra Verma also makes it very clear that all that 
he said on the point was his surmise and he had no 
kn^ledge about the exact reason and that the penned 
through of these words “in February” was there when 
he received this letter after the endorsement of the 
chairman theieon. It is significant that nothing has 
been put lo the respondent himself as to the exact 
reason why the words “in February” had been written 
and again struck off and initialled though this fact has 
been admitted by the respondent. Doubtless, it was the 
respondent who would have been In the best position 
to exp’ain the reason nnd it is also in the cross-examin- 
ation of the respondent that it was in the first week of 
January, 1971 that he came to know that he was being 
nominated by the Utkol Congress Party for contesting 
the 1971 March election. 

In course of his cross-examination an attempt had 
been made to prove that the very elaborate nature of 
the duties specified In paragraph 2 of the Ext. L which 
Shri Verma was expected to discharge, casts a serious 
doubt as to the bona tides of this authority conveyed 
therein in favour of Shri Verma. It has thus been sug- 
gested that since Shri Verma was to remain in charge 
of editing the paper as in the first sentence of paragra- 
ph 2 of Ext. L It was meaningless to further specify 
that Shri Verma was to write editorials and also to edit 
news reports in the ‘very naxt sentence. It is difficult 
to read any conflict in this part, of the contents of Ext T_, 
and the respondent has clarified that this was only to 
emphasise what the normal duties of Shri Verma were 
to be namely the three items relating to writing of edi- 
torials, editing of the paper and editing of news reports. 

Tt must, therefore, follow that the intrinsic evidence 
available on record on the context of Ext. L does not 
; erve to render this document per se suspicious. All 
that need he noted further is that nothing has been 
Placed on record to suggest that an arrangement as the 
one made under Ext. L had to be notified to the District 
Magistrate. The respondent while pointing nut that 
rniv a permanent arrangement bringing about a change 
in the office of the editor has to be notified to the Press 
Registrar in a proforma, has said that there was noth- 
ing which required him to inform the Press Registtur 
or the District Magistrate about the arrangement under 
Ext. L as it did not involve any permanent change. 

14. While, therefore, it is to be held that the arrange- 
ment in pursuance of Ext. L must be held to be a bona 
fide arrangement, it must also further be held that there 
was nothing Illegal in bringing about such an arrange- 
ment by the management of the paper. The further fact 
is that the presumptive liability of the declared editor 
namely the respondent stands sufficiently displaced 
The decision in Narayan Singh v. Reffrrml (AIR I9G1 
Madhya. Pradesh 121 cited on behalf of the respondent 
also deserves to be taken note of In the context. 

15, Shri Gyanendra Verma was the senior-most news 
editor in the Kalinga Press and It Is he who had been 
nlaced in charge of editing the paper under the circum- 
stances that the declared editor name ] y the respondent 
was about lo remain pre-occUpied in the Lok Sabha 
eVetion as a candidate and as such was also to iemain 
absent from headquarters and Shri Gyanendra Verma 
had deposed that it was hp who was personally 
responsible for writing the editorial Ext. 1 and editing 


the news item Ext. 2. Nor can it be denied that the 
respondent was absent from duty for a bona fide pur- 
pose. Such a position would stand clearly covered by 
the following observations in the Madhya Pradesh 
decision namely — 

“In the present case It is established that the 
opponent editor was absent from duty for a 
b ona fide purpose and the work of editing was 
entrusted to a subordinate who occupied the 
position of a sub-editor. In this state of facts 
the court below was justified in acquitting 
him.” 

This was a case of defamation against the declared 
editor of the paper and in relying upon tne cases 
reported in I.L.R. 9 Madras 387 and A.l.R. 1928 
Allahabad 400 the learned Judge proceeded to observe 

as follows — 

“The letter was case of a printer who was absent 
from duty and had come forward disclosing 

who published the defamatory matter whe- 

lity of the declared printer was held displaced 
by the discloser. The opponent in this case 
did not rest by disclosing hia liability on the 
ground of his absence but examined the sub- 
editor Mangila] who admitted that it was he 
who published the defamtory matter. . . .whe- 
ther in doing so Mangilal acted in good faith 
he. with due care and caution is not a relevant 
matter for the purpose of the present case. 
The presumptive liability of the editor for this 
reason is rightly held to be properly displac- 
ed.” 

I have no reason to take a different view of the matter 
and since a charge of corrupt practice under Section 
123 of the Act Is in the nature of a criminal charge, 
these above principles must equally apply In the 
immediate context. 

IS. In the light of the cross-examination of the rele- 
vant witnesses on behalf of the respondent, the peti- 
tioner’!,' case further is that it is the declared editor 
alone who invariably writes editorials and it is not to 
be readily Inferred tbat in the present case the respon- 
dent never did so, particularly when he was during 
his election campaign returning to the headquarters at 
Cuttack intermittently, But this part of the petitioner’s 
case stands hard’y substantiated and as would appear 
from the evidence on record, this is a matter which 
depends purely on the exigency of the circumstances 
nnd also on the practice in relation to any particular 
paper, 

17. The respondent in his cross-examination refutes 
the suggestion that while conducting his election 
campaign he was generally looking after editing and 
writing of editorials. The reason given is that this was 
not physically possible for him to do during those days 
In the very nature of things, there is nothing to discard 
this part of his evidence. As anything false and much 
less improbable. He further makes It clear that dur- 
ing his election campaign he had been only twice not, 
to the press itself but to the premises of the Utkal 
Congress office, which was located in the some campus. 

18. It is significant that the petitioner in his cross- 
examination asserts thot even before his election peti- 
tion was drafted, he had known that the respondent 
had written the editorial Ext. 1, but expressed clear 
reluctance to disclose the name of the employee of the 
Kalinga from whom He came to know this fact. Ulti- 
mately. he volunteers and gives out the name as one 
Alekh Mohanty hut no such person has been summoned 
and the averment as to the authorship of Ext. 1 in the 
election petition Is not at nil specific. The petitioner’s 
cxnlanation that he did not know the addres" of this 
Alakh Mohanty. nor did he ever enquire of his name 
prior to the filing of the petition is extremely difficult 
in accept. His further evidence is that subsequently 
uhih* searching for him in the Kalinga press, the peti- 
tioner had met him and asked him to be a witness. 
Rut this Alekh Mohanty is said to have declined saying 
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that as he “was an employee he could not oblige the 
petitioner. It appears, however, from the evidence of 
R.W. 2, the Accountant of the Kanllnga that one Alekh 
Mohanty was a compositor from 1962 till 1966 when he 
left the Kalinga establishment. Ultimately, the peti- 
tioner admits that when he had stated in his petition 
that a corrupt practice under Section 123(3) of the Act 
had been admitted “by the respondent and/or by other 
persons with the consent of the respondent", he had 
never applied his mind sufficiently close to the impli- 
cations of what he had stated In this relevant para- 
graph of his petition. 

19. In the absence of any other positive evidence on 
behalf of the petitioner, it is difficult to conclude that 
it was the respondent who had in fact written out the 
editorial Ext. 1 nor is there any other evidence in 
support of the fact that even during the election 
campaign Shri Gyanendra Verma used to have consul- 
tations with the respondent in the matter of editing 
the paper, All such suggestions to Shri Verma and the 
respondents have been emphatically denied and the 
evidence of the former c’early is that it is he who had 
written out the editorial by himself and also had 
edited the new Hem, Ext, 2. 

20. It so happens that the respondent has a high 
reputation as a writer of Orlyar Literature. It has 
been elicited from him that it may well he 
possible to infer the authorship of a particular 
■writing by a comparison with the admitted writing 
of a certain writer. In cross-examination certain pub- 
lications of the respondent have been brought into the 
picture. The learned counsel for the petitioner has 
referred to certain similarities in the language and con- 
cept in some of the passages in both. Apart from the 
fact that such an approach, in Its very nature, may 
well be highly misleading, the fact remains that none 
of these particular passages had been referred to the 
respondent or even to Shri Gyanendra Verma in course 
of their cross-examination. At the most, such a com- 
parison may rise merely certain probabilities but to 
base a finding that because of such similarities Ext. 1 
must have been written by or with the assistance of the 
respondent would he a highly objectionable process in 
tha context of a charge of corrupt practice. 

21. It Is further to be noted that in course of his evi- 
dence the respondent besides .referring to the practice 
prevailing to his knowledge in respect of some other 
papers, has made it clear that in so far as he was con- 
cerned. he knew that even before he wan appointed 
editor of the daily Kallnga, the editorials written during 
the editorship of the previous editor Shri Manmohan 
Misra were not regularly written by Shri Mlsra. Shri 
Misra used to remain pre-occupied with his other work 
and during his period of office he remained absent in 
Germany for about four months while retaining his 
editorship and during this period of absence his name 
had always appeared as editor in the Printer’s line. 
Phrl Gyanendra Verma who is also a man of literary 

■ ihil'ties used to write editorials during the absence of 
Shri Manmohan Misra in 1962. This is deposed to 
by Shri Verma himself. That apart, before joining the 
Kallnga establishment both Shri Verma and the 
respondent had respectively held office In the dailv 
Samaj and the Ganatantra, another Griya dally. 

22. Shri Verna deposes that it has always been 
practice for the senior-most member of the editorials 
staff to write editorials during the editor’s absence. 
The respondent had remained the editor of the daily 
Ganatantra since Is inception in 1955 till 1968 and 
during this period he happened also to he a member of 
the iRaj ya Sabha and of the Lok Sabha at different 
times and used to spend 5 to 6 months every vear at 
Delhi. During his absence he never wrote editorials 
for the Ganatantra which was being published from 
Cuttack and It was the senior sub-editor that used to 
write editorials during his absence- There Is nothing 
to justify a rejection of this evidence in support of the 
practice obtaining in the Kallnga and the relevant 
witnesses on behalf of the respondents have stood their 


cross-examination well. Even the Chief Reporter 
witness No, i for the petitioner deposes that It is 
because of the verbal or written orders of the Chair- 
man that the editorials In the Prajatantra are written 
by the Editor alone though he does not know about the 
practice in other establishments. In the absence of 
anything further to suggest that such a practice is 
either illegal or extramely improbable, it cannot but be 
held that having regard to all the relevant materials 
discussed above, the respondent had in fact never any- 
thing to do with the writing of Ext. 1 or the editing of 
Ext. 2 and such less that the publication of these two 
exhibits were within the knowledge or consent of the 
respondent. 

23. In so far as his knowledge goes, he came to know 
of these two items after the election petition was filed 
and raceived notice thereof sometime in August, 1971 
on hia return from Delhi. He admits that he enquired 
about it from Shri Gyanendra Verma and attempted to 
get the originals particularly of Ext, 2 which is a news 
item received from a news-giver. It is argued on be- 
half of the petitioner that this must be an utter 
falsehood, for If according to the respondent the originals 
are destroyed after about a month there could have 
been np occasion for him to attempt to secure the 
originals so long after. Here again, the evidence is 
that the practice in the Kalin go press was to destroy 
the originals after about a month' and that is because 
of the difficulty in preserving these records which 
quickly become extremely voluminous requiring large 
accommodation not available In the press. It Is con- 
ceded on behalf of the respondent that this depends 
purely on the practice prevailing in a particular paper 
and the space available for the preservation of such 
records. Doubtless, It stands to reason that these 
papers cannot possibly be preserved Indefinitely atleast 
in case of a smaller establishment and in the absence 
of a positive proof to the contrary that the preservation 
In case of the Kallnga is onlv for about a month, the 
story on behalf of the respondent about the destruction 
of the originals cannot be disbelieved, and the respon- 
dent has clarified that he called for the originals even 
ns late as in Minuet. 1971 fn r the mere reason that he 
thought the originals may well ht^ppen to be there by 
some chance or other. There is nothing ins the cross- 
examination of the resnondent or any of his relevant 
witnesses on the point, to cast any serious doubt on the 
veracity of this part of the story on behalf of the 
respondent. 

24. Thus, in any view of the matter, it must be held 
that the respondent had no concern with Ext v ^or 
Ext. 2 in any manner whatsoever directly or indirectly, 
It has been argued that in view of the respondent hav- 
ing given the proposal for Shri Gyanendra Verma re- 
maining incharge of editing the paper which was 
ultimately accepted bv the Chairman it must be held 
that this made Shri Verma an agent of the respondent 
within the meaning of sub-section (3) and (4) of Sec- 
tion 123 of the Act and that itself would necessarily 
carry with it the consent of the respondent In respect 
of the publication in Exts. 1 and 2. 

25. In the first place, there can be no question of any 
agency having been brought about In Ext. L as between 
the respondent and Shri Verma. Prior to Ext L the 
two were eo-employees of the Kallnga Publication and 
even thereafter they remained such co-employees ami 
as between such co-emoloyees there can he no scope 
for reading into such relationship the relationship of a 
principal and agent Inter se such co-employees, 

26. Secondly, it is tru» that the definition of the term 
agent’ as given In Explanatlon-I to Section 123 rf the 
Act is an Inclusive definition and not an exhaustive 
one. But it Is not to be ignored that this definition is 
hv way of an explanation and this says that a person 
would be an agent if he is held to hnv° acted as an 
agent in connection with an election with the consent 
of the candidate. In other words, while attempting to 
explain what an agent is, this Explanation uses the 
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term agent itself in trying to make the meaning clear 
On reading the contents of this Explanation as a whole, 
it is clear that the agency, if any, has to be in the 
context of the election itself and that too with the 
consent of the candidate. While it is true that fchri 
Gyanendra Verma remained in charge of editing the 
paper under orders of the Chairman, the respondent 
can be said to have given his consent, the matter of 
editing the paper by Shri Verma on any rational inter- 
pretation of the Explanation, cannot be said to be a 
matter connected with the election in respect of which 
the respondent was a candidate. Thirdly, if at all Shri 
Verma can be said to be an agent in any sense of the 
term, nonetheless it remains further essential for the 
petitioner to prove that the respondent had given his 
consent to the publication of Ext. 1 or Ext. 2 in respect 
of which, as already pointed out, there is no clear proof. 
What is important is the meer agency cannot be suffi- 
cient. To presume the necessary consequence in the 
absence of a proof of such consent, the furtiier onus 
would lie on the petitioner to prove that on account 
of the commission of corrupt practice in publishing Ext 
1 or Ext. 2, the result of the election has been materi- 
ally affected in respect of which there has been no 
averment in the petition nor any evidence adduced in 
proof of it. 

27. The following passage from the decision in Lai 
Singh v. Vallahh Das cited with approval in AIR 1967 
Gujrat 62 would be worth taking note of: — 

“If a corrupt practice is committed by an election 
agent it always lead to the invalidity of the 
election. If a corrupt practice is committed 
by an agent other than an election agent, then 
it can lead to a similar result only if it is com- 
mitted with the consent of the candidate or 
his election agent. In all other cases including 
the polling agent, the commission of corrupt 
practice cannot lead to the invalidity of an 
election unless side bv side it is always further 
proved that on account of the commission of 
corrupt practice, the result of the election has 
been materially affected.” 

This decision has been citad with approval in S. N. 
Balakrishna v. Fernandez (AIR 1969 S.C. 1201) wherein 
their Lordship point out that to establish corrupt prac- 
tice by an a sent other than an election agent for avoid- 
ing the election the consent on the part of the returned 
candidate to the commission of corrupt practice must 
be proved. There is no doubt that the consent reed not 
directly proved. The principle of law is settled that 
consent mav be inferred from the circumstantial 
evidence but the circumstances must point unerringly 
to the conclusion and must not admit of any 6 + ber 
explanation. Their lordships further emphasise that 
this is because a corrupt practice must be proved in 
the same way as a criminal charge is proved and the 
election petitioner must exclude every hypothesis except 
that of guilt on the nart of the, returned candidate or 
his election agent. What is particularly interestin'* in 
the context of the facts of the instant case is that their 
lordships proceed further to observe that mere kr owl- 
edge of or connivence at the corrupt practice is not 
enough to infer corrupt practice and that the similarity 
of ideas or even of words cannot be pressed into ser- 
vice to show consent. Admittedly. Shri Verma wrs 
neither an election agent nor even a polling a^ent and 
the circumstances if anv as discussed above n* the most 
raise a mere suspicion against the respondent, hut that 
cannot take the place of proof. 

28 Attention mav now be directed to the concerned 
events that transpired at the meeting Marsha Ghai rn 
15th February. 1971. Anart from the report m tbp 
news item. Fxt 2 and other such news items r dured 
on behalf of the respondents as m Fxt H miblish^a 
in the Praiatantra dated 27th February. 1971 An ^ 
Vyt j nuhlished in the Samai fated 70th Va*> r i,;mv 
1971, tha petitioner has examined p Ws. 2. 3, 5, 6 apd 7 


all of whom are persons who claim to have attended 
this meeting. On behalf of the respondents R.Ws. 4. 
5, 6, 7 and 8 are the relevant witnesses on the point 
besides the respondent himself. Notwithstanding this 
voluminous evidence nowhere is it possible to trace 
out the exact words used by the speakers namely Shri 
Surendra Mohanty or Shri Biju Patnaik much less the 
entirety of the speeches delivered by either of them; 
even the exact context in which the impugned remarks 
had been made by the two is not available in the 
clearest possible terms. In such a situation it would 
not be out of place to take note of the corrupt position 
in law as to the nature of the evidence that should be 
acceptable in order to support a finding of corrupt 
practice and the manner of approach called for in ap- 
preciating the relevant implications of speeches made 
at election meetings. 

29. This basic approach in all such matters is that 
the courts must not set at naught the verdict of the 
electors except on good grounds. The evidence adduced 
by a peitioner in an election case must be cogent and 
conclusive. In Magraj Patodia v. R. K. Birla, ( A.I.R . 
1971 S.C. 1295) it has been observed that though a 
charge of corrupt practice cannot be equated to a 
criminal charge in all respects in the sense that the 
returned candidate in an election petition like and 
accused in a criminal case cannot refuse to plead and 
decline to adduce evidence on his behalf and ask the 
prosecution to prove its case beyond reasonable doubt, 
nonetheless the burden of proving the corrupt practice 
pleaded is on the petitioner and he has to discharge that 
burden satisfactorily. In doing so he cannot depend 
on mere preponderance of probabilities. 

30. In the context of the circumstances mentioned 
m Section 123(4) of the Act. their lordships of the 
Supreme Court in BansMlal v. Rishi Kumar (A I.R. 
1971 SC. 1262) observe that the initial onus of estab- 
lishing the circumstances is on the election petitioner 
and once he discharges that onus, the burden shifts to 
the candidate making the false statement of facts to 
show what his belief was. It is in the light of the fore- 
going observations that earlier oronouncpment of their 
lordships in D. P. Misra v. K. H. Sharma, (A.I.R. 1970 
SC 1477) in paragraph 15 to the effect that ; n an 
election petition a corrupt practice may be proved only 
by evidence beyond reasonable doubt, has to be read. 

31. As regards the appreciation of election speeches 
and writing in course of the elections, allowances must 
have to be made because of the fact that the atmos- 
phere is usually surcharged with the partisan feeling 
with emotion and use of hyperboles or exaggerated 
language or adoption of metaphors and the extravagant 
expressions attacking on one another are all a part 
of the game. To read such documents and speeches 
without making some allowance on the above lines 
would be too unrealistic. These are the broad principles 
r-orn -meed by their Lordships of the Supreme Court In 
Dp ho Kanta y Golalc Chandra (A.I.R 1970 SC. 1231) 
r vri Kvltar Sivah v Mukhtar Singh (A.I.R. 1965 S.C. 
Mi). This necessarily entails an assessment of the im- 
ouened observation only in the broad context of +he 
entire speech delivered or the entire writings publish- 
ed. The importance of these and the foregoing prin- 
ciples can hardly be over-emphasised. 

32. The petitioner alleges that at the meetings on 
15th February, 1971 Shri Surendra Mohanty bad said 
that— 

“Shri Surendranath Dwivedi has not yet rendered 
accounts of the gift of one lakh of rupee? from 
the Marwari Society, Bombay and R*. 25.000 
from the Prime Minister brought by him during 
the cyclone of 1967 for the relief of tne 
people.” 

[Paragraph 5(ii) of the petition] 
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So far as Shri Biju Patnaik is concerned, he is alleged 
to have said at the meeting that — 

"His Party the Utkal Congress was fully able to 
eradicate unemployment and poverty from the 
country by, forming a strong Government in 
the State with the help oi the two powers. 
Jagannath and Balaram whose weapons Chakra 
and L an gal a have been chosen by the Utkal 
Congress as its symbol.” 

[paragraph 5(iii) of tha petition]. 

33. As already pointed out. there Is nothing offered 
on behalf of the petitioner which gives a full and com- 
plete picture of the speeches delivered by Shri Surendra 
Mohanty and Shri Biju Patnaik and much less the 
exact language used which undoubtedly Is a matter of 
crucial importance, In order to assess the context in 
which and with what emphasis these above assertions 
in the petition are to be understood. 

34. The petitioner himself has no personal knowledge 
of these speeches. In his examination-In-chief Itself 
he has stated that in the election petition he had con- 
fined his allegations to whatever had been published 
in Ext. 2 regarding the meeting at Marsha Ghal end 
he hod thought that whatever had been published in 
the news paper was an admission of Shri Surendra 
Mohanty since it had appeared in the Kalinga of which 
Shri Mohanty was the editor. What is of material 
Importance is that he never attempted to enquire as 
to who was the author of this item of news in Ext. 2. 
He, however, deposes as having made inquiries about 
the context in which Shri Surendra Mohanty spoke ns 
In the passage quoted above from the petition. But he 
admits that what lie found at the Inquiry in that res- 
pect has not been mentioned in the report Ext. 2. Nor 
has he named the persons at Marsha Ghal from whom 
he had ascertained about the truth of this reported 
portion of the respondent's speech. The explanation he 
offers therefor is hfghly telling and It is that person- 
who had given him the Information about the truth of 
the relavant portion in Ext. 2 ascribed it to Shri 
Surendra Mohanty but had asked him not to give their 
names In the petition. Patently, the petitioner is not 
prepared to divulge all that he had ascertained about 
the context in which these words ascribed to Shri 
Surendra Mohanty had been uttered In course of his 
speech; for, the petitioner admits in his eross-exnmjpa. 
tion that the additional matters that he discovered dur- 
ing the inquiries have not been embodied in bis petition 
and that he had confined himself only to what he found 
in the paner. It further follows that the people who 
were cognisant of the real facts were nOt prepared to 
come forward to support the petitioner in court. 

35 This latter group of people had been contacted 
bv the petitioner, as he deposes, after the filing of this 
election petition and they had given a list of prominent 
persons of different villages who had attended the meet- 
ing. Even so, the petitioner did not contact these 
prominent persons. Though he claims to have made 
a list of such nersons numbering about 25 containing 
their names and addresses, this list is not produced 
and is claimed no 1 to have been retained by him any 
longer for the ostensible reason that he had already 
cited theni as witnesses. The nersons who had given 
him the list it is admitted by the petitioner, had told 
him that they had themselves attended the meeting 
as also the persons covered by the list that was pre- 
pared by them. In fact, onlv a few of the Persons, 
according to the petitioner, from out of the list have 
been summoned and it is strange that he claims never 
to have contacted anv of these persons himself in order 
to ascertain whether they were actually prepared to 
come forward as witnesses nr not. Tt is also strange 
that Ihe persons who gave him this list were left ( nt 
Viv the petitioner and not. summoned as witnesses on 
bis Uehtdf merely because they had asked the petitioner 
not to give their names in the ortltlon whereas in res- 
pect of others that were actually summoned, the peti- 


tioner never thought it fit to ensure that they had no 
objection to appear as witnesses 

36. Such a state of circumstances necessarily de- 
tract from the confidence that a court can repose in the 
sworn testimony of a witness. 

37. Thus the admitted failure <?n the part of the 
petitioner to enquire as to who was exactly the author 
of the news item in Ext. 2, the reluctance on the part 
of the petitioner to come forward with the entire truth 
underlying the impugned passage in the speeches and 
the reluctance of a good number nf persons who, as 
the petitioner admits, claim to have been present at the 
meeting and the manner of selection of the witnesses 
actually summoned as proposed by the afnicsald per- 
sons, serves to seriously detract from the trustworthi- 
ness of the oral evidence adduced on behalf of the 
petitioner. The same consideration apply in respect 
of the impugned portion In Shri Biiu Patnalk’s speech 
and the petitioner deposes that he had made inquiries 
about this and had gathered that the allegation that 
he had made was also correct. 

38. It is important to note that the relevant witnesses 
on behalf of the petitioner namely P.Ws. 2, 3, 5, 6 and 
7 without a single exception uniformly depose that Shri 
Surendra Mohanty had said that Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi had got one lakh of rupees from the Bombay 
Marwari Society and Rs, 25,000 from Mrs, Indira Gandhi 
in connection with the 1967 cyclone relief work. Shri 
Mohanty thereafter asked the audience as to whether 
they had received these moneys; some out of the 
audience said that they had not received any such 
money from Shri Dwivedi. Thereupon Shri Surendra 
Mohanty is said to have said that Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi had appropriated that money and had not 
rendered any account therefor. Their evidence in res- 
pect of Shri Biju Patnaik’s speeches is equally uniform. 
He is deposed to have said that the symbol of Chakra 
and Lnngala represents the two weapons of Jagannath 
and Balaram and saying so appealed to the voters to 
vote for this symbol. 

39. Of these, P.W. 3 days that nothing at the meet- 
ing created any impression on him, there were no dis- 
cussion among the villagers about wbat had passed at 
the meeting and the witness admits that he had no 
particular reason to remember what had transpired 
at the meeting. Nor did the witness tell anybody that 
he had attended the meeting. P.W. 5 has no recollection 
of the exact words used in the meeting. He never had anv 
talk with anybody before receiving summons, even with 
the P.S.P. worker one Gouranga Lenka of Marsha T^toni 
whom he knew. P.W. 6 is a person who has remained 
unemployed for the last twelve years and deposes that 
he spends his time by sitting In the shops at the Bazar 
and sitting at home. He deposes to have attended about 
six meetings In all at Marsha Ghat, but remembers 
nothing of the subiect matters of the speeches delivered 
at the previous meetings except the meeting of Shri 
Biiu Patnaik on 15th February, 1971 now in question 
and u meeting held bv Shri Surendranath Dwivpdi 6 
to 9 days before that. P.W. 7 knew about the announce- 
ments of meetings bv Shri Surendranath Dwivedi as 
well as of Shri Biiu Patnaik. He claims to have made 
it a point to attend the latter. His reason for doing 
so is prevaricating. The reason he offers is that he 
has heard Shri Dwivedi’s speeches previously, but 
again savs he had not heard him so 'aking at any 
meeting and only that he had seen him 

40 What has particularly weakened this part of 
ihe oval evidence on behalf of the petitioner 1° that ail 
these witnesses claim to have entertained a high opinion 
about Shri Dwivpdi as a publie man and also a person 
who had been a member of th° Parliament from this 
area for long time, but immediately Shri Surendra 
Mohanty bad mid about Shri Surendranath Dwivpdi 
regarding the pnn-rend'tion of account' nf the moneys 
he had taken from different Quartern, none of Uem 
ever thought it fit to question Shri Surendra Mohftnl-” 




THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: FEBRUARY 26, 1972/PHALGUNA 7, 1893 


953 


Sec. 3(ii)] 


at the meeting as to how Shri Dwivedi could have 
obtained all these huge amounts or what was the basis 
tor saying so even though they all depose uniformly 
that immediately thereafter Shri Dwivedi fell in then 
estimation, Equally inform is their story that after 
Shri Biju Patnaik is said to have referred to Chakra 
and Langala as the weapons of Jagannath and Belaram 
a sense of religious feeling was aroused in their mind 
and some of them even had bowd down to the Chakra 
and Langala. In brief, this part ol the evidence appears 
to be clearly a mechanical repetition by each of these 
witnesses. 

41. It is difficult to understand how each and every 
one of these witnesses could have the occasion to 
remember the exact source of the money said to have 
been received by Shri Dwivedi and as alleged to have 
been staled by Shri Surendra Mohanty. The respon- 
dent^ case is that he never referred to any such source 
lti his speech and his information on the point by the 
date of the meeting was confined to a controversy that 
had been raised in another local daily. Prajatantra 
oi 20th September 1970 and 27th September, 1970 as in 
letters published therein in Ext. 3 and Ext. 4 respec- 
tively. Nor is it suggested on behalf of the petitioner 
that Shri Mohanty could have had any information 
from any other source at all. Besides these two items 
oi publications, there was another earlier publication 
in the Prajatantra dated 4th June, 1970 as in the news 
commentary in Ext. A, which is relevant to this topic. 
There is also a further letter from Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi published in the Prajatantra dated 13th June, 

1970 which also bears on the point, But in none of 
these exhibits is there any reference whatsoever to any 
Bombay Marwari Society having given any money to 
Shri Surendranath Dwivedi for relief work. It was 
not possible, therefore, for the respondent to have 
made any reference to any such Bombay Marwari 
Society which could not have been one of the sources 
from which Shri Surendranath Dwivedi might have had 
received money and necessarily therefore, Shri Surendra 
Mohanty could not possibly have made any reference 
to any such Bombay Marwari Society in his speech. 
It is strange, therefore, that each of the witnesses on 
behalf of the petitioner on the point uniformly makes 
a reference to tins Bombay Marwari Society.' In my 
view, this is again one of the most vital aspects of the 
petitioner's evidence which renders the witnesses on 
his behalf very much undependable and is a cleai 
pointer to the fact that for some obscure reason or other 
they have come forward with such a storv. which stands 
novjrwhere explained on behalf of the petitioner. 

42. As against this, on behalf of tha respondent, a 
correspondent for the Samaj, another Orly a daily 
published from Cuttack namely Shri Rasananda Rath 
(P.W. 4 ) has been examined. He is a resident ot 
Marsha Ghai and was present at the meeting. This 
witness was a member 0 f the Praja Socialist Party from 
19S7 to 1967. Though he no longer belongs to this 
party nor any other political party, he had still con- 
tacts with Lhe members of that partv even till the date 
of the election in question in 1971." Ext. F is a letter 
received by him on 12th January, 1971 from Shri 
Surendranath Dwivedi and in this Shri Dwivedi solicite 
cooperation and assistance from the witness in the 1971 
election. This would serve to indicate that he could 
have had no particular bias in favour of the Utkal 
Congress Partv to which Shri Biju Patnaik and the 
respondent belong. Besides, as he deposes, there is 
nothing to discard his evidence in that regard. The 
paper of which he is a correspondent since 1962 namely 
the Samaj is a non-partisan paper. On 20th February 

1971 a news item regarding this meeting at Marsha 
Ghat on 15th February, 1971 had been published. This 
is Ext .1. He deposes that he was personally present 
at the meeting and the contents of Ext, J are based on 
hia personal knowledge of what happened at the meet- 
ing. This news Item, however, does not give out all 
the details of the speeches which the witnesses depose 
to in Court. But that is because, as he deposes, the 


Samaj being a non-partisan paper is not expected to 
puDlish the reports of political meeting oi auferent 
parties which would serve to support them during the 
election. His evidence is that Shri Surendra Monanty 
never stated anything about the sources from which 
the moneys might have been received by him, nor did 
Shri Biju Patnaik say anything about Shrikrishna and 
Baiaram as reported in Ext. 2. He gives a fairly con- 
sistent picture of the relevant portions of Shri Surendra 
Mohanty’s speech and deposes that Shri Mobanty’s 
reference to the relief moneys received by Shri 
Surendranath Dwivedi from different quarters was 
occasioned by the fact that the Marsha Ghal area was 
affected often by floods and cyclone as pointed out by 
Shri Mohanty in his speech. He does not make any 
secret of the fact that a reference by Shri Surendra 
Mohanty had been made to certain alleged non-rendi- 
tion ol accounts by Shri Surendranath Dwivedi in res- 
pect of these moneys whereafter Shri Mohanty en- 
quired of the audience whether they had received any 
such moneys. In response, about 4 to 6 persons sitting 
near the dais stood up to say that they had not received 
any such relief. According to him, no allegation of 
misappropriation by Shri Surendranath Dwivedi was 
made by the respondent in his speech. Nor did he 
notice any stir or eomotion amongst the audience as 
deposed to uniformly by different witnesses for the 
peutioner referred to earlier. The witness 1b alive to 
lhe fact that the particulars of speeches he has given 
out here had not been referred to in Ext. J. Besides 
the explanation of his already referred to, he makes It 
further clear that within the scope and size of the 
report Ext. J he could not have included the criticism 
of Snri Surendranath Dwivedy or of others made in 
the speeches, which he tried to avoid though he reveals 
that the general criticism of any particular party could 
have been included in his report. This, to my mind, 
does not serve to discredit the witness in any manner. 
He concedes that he is unable to give the exact language 
which Shri Surendra Mohanty used about the moneys 
having been received by Shn Surendranath Dwivedi 
but he makes it clear in his cross-examination that 
Shri Mohanty had said was that Shri Dwivedi had 
brought moneys for the 1967 cyclone from various 
sources in India and also from individuals and that 
there was a controversy In the Praj antra and so he 
enquired of the people whether they had received any 
such moneys from Shri Dwivedi, if Shri Dwivedi at all 
received all these. 


43. ihe only suggestion against this witness is that 
ne is alleged to have given four copies of the Kalinga 
containing Ext. 2 to Shri Birbar Lenka, P.W. 4 two or 
three days after the meeting at Marsha Ghai on 15th 
February 1972 for distribution in the presence of Shri 
Surendra Mohanty who was in a jeep at the time near 
the Utkal Congress office at Marsha Ghai. Tills part 
of the evidence of the petitioner as deposed to by P W 4 
would serve to Indicate that this witness Shn Rasa- 
nanda Rath, R.W. 4 was nothing other than a worker 
Congress party or atleast supporter of the 
Utkal Congress. R.W. 4, however, refutes this sugges- 
tion against him and Birabar Lenka (P.W. 4) admits 
that he had never told anybody about Shri Rasananda 
Rath and Shri Surendra Mohanty giving him copies of 
me Kalinga. lie never made any inquiry as to who the 
person was who had given this item of news as In 
Ext. 2 although Ext, 2 purports to have been sent by n 
person from Marsha Ghai. He claims to have distributed 
these copies to certain villagers who have been named 
by him in his deposition. They the witness deposes, 
wondered at Shri Dwivedi appropriating moneys in the 
manner stated in Ext. 2. But the witness although he 
claims to have ascertained from the P.S.P. people that 
this allegation against Shri Dwivedi was all false for 
the reason that Government officials were there to 
render help, he never told these three villagers about 
it to clarify their confusion. His only explanation is 
fhat mere was no particular reason why he did not 
tell them so and that It was no business of his to enquire 
so much about it. I am unable to place any reliance 
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on P.W, 4 in preference to R.W, 4, The correspondence 
alreaay referred to Detween Bhri Surendranatii Dwivedi 
and uasauanda Hath, P. W - . 4 is sufficiently indicative 
of tne fact that R.W. 4 had direct contact with the 
P.S.P. leaders even by the date of the ia71 election and 
cannot be regarded as a witness of partisan character 
anct interested m the Utkal Congress Party, 

44. The evidence of R.W. 4 clearly corroborates the 
eviuence of otner witness lor the responaent parti- 
cularly R.W. 7. Bed Prakash Agarwalla who Is a 
member ot the Utkal Congress Party ana Chairman of 
tne Rendrapara Mumcipahty. tie was also a candi- 
date lor the Keridrapara Assembly constituency in tha 
1971 election. 

45. All that remains to be noted in this context is 
that the evidence ot Shri Surendra Mo train/ nrmseii is 
tally coriouorated oy bnrl Rasananda rtath fLW. 4. as 
already pointed out, Shu faurendra Monanty could not 
possibly have any reason to think at ail that any Iviai- 
.Mti rteiiei Society, Bombay could have been a source 
rrom Snrr liwivedi nngnl have had received rcxiet 
moneys. Ail the witness on behalt of the petitioner on 
the point link up tne Bombay Marwari Society ana tne 
Prime Minister s Belief Fund together. Since Snn 
Surendra ivionanty could not have possibly made any 
reference to me Marwari Society, Bombay, there is no 
good reason to accepL the oral evidence on behalf oi the 
petitioner to tne extent of a reference having been maue 
by Suri Surendra Mohanty to the Prime Minister s 
Relief Fund as well aad as conceded by Shri Surendra- 
naih Dwiveai in his evidence, it is never the practict 
for the Prime Minister’s Relief Fund to be distributed 
directly through private individuals, a position which 
cannot been said to be outside the knowledge of Shr 
Surendra Monanty also who himself has been a member 
of the Parliament for a very lung time. Having regard 
to all these factors, in my view, the story as given out 
in court oy Smi Suiendra Mohanty qb regards the con- 
tents of his speech on this aspect must have to be 
accepted. It is true tnat as regards Shri Biju Patnaik s 
speecn, he haa not himself been examined but nonethe- 
less there Is no reason to discard the evidence adduce 
on Dehalf oi the respondent in this regard also. 

40. The learned counsel for the petitioner, however, 
emphasises that it would be strange to hold tnat the 
news item In Ext. 2 could have gone wrong only on 
these two aspects of the speeches relevant to the pen 
tioner, namely as to the source and quantum oi the 
relief fund and the reference to the election symbol 
as weapons of Jagannath and Balaram, but otherwise 
gives a correct report of these speeches. 

47. But to accept such a lino of approach would be 
purely speculative. The fact remains mat Ext. 2 , to say 
the least, is by no means a complete report of either 
of these speeches nor does it purport to be so nor is 
there available anywhere any such complete report of 
the speeches. Similarly, Ext. G and Ext. H, the news 
items purporting to be of the Marsha Ghai meeting 
reported In the Qriya daily Frajtantra of 18th February 
1971 and 27th February, 1971 contain no reference to 
either of thesei topics. This dally belongs to a political 
party between which and the Utkal Congress there 
admittedly subsisted a keen rivalry and even so, this 
paper has not taken note either of these aspects. Hav- 
ing regard to the standard of proof required it would 
not at all be correct or safe to place any reliance on 
the news paper reports as such without anything more. 
Besides, it is patent that If at all Ext. G relates to this 
meeting it clearly conflicts with Ext. H. Nonetheless, It 
has been suggested to R.W. 4 in cross-examination that 
the Journalist referred to therein as being present at 
Marsha Ghai to garland Shri Blju Patnaik came back 
disappointed was no other than R.W, 4 himself. Thin 
Is an attempt to prove that he was a supporter of the 
Utkal Congress Party and his evidence was of a partisan 
character. Apart from the fact that this suggestion 
has not been accepted, it would conflict with the stand 


taken by the petitioner that it is not his case that theie 
was any meeting held or scheduled to be held by Shri 
Hiju Patnaik at Marsha Ghai other than on I5tn 
Feoruary 1971. Thus, the unaependabihty of such news 
.eports is patent, 

48. The question whether what was stated by the 
responaent was a statement of fact and U so, whetner 
it was raise, may now be considered. At the omset 
it is clear that the reierence to the Bombay Marwari 
Society, if made, was certainly not a correct statement 
or iact. The reference, if any, to the donation received 
by Shri Surendranath Dwivedi from the Prime Minister’s 
lurid cannot also pa true because though a sum ot 
Rs. 20,000 had been sent by the Prime Minister soon 
aiter tne 1907 cyclone to the Chief Minister at the 
instance of Shri Surendranath Dwivedi, this was dis 
triuuted through Government official agencies. 

49. It is also clear that soon after the 1960 floods 
Snrl Surendranath Dwivedi had issued appeals parti- 
cularly to Bihar Relief Committee which donated 
Rs. 25,000 but this amount had been sent to the Utkal 
Relief Committee whicb, under the Instructions from 
Stin Dwivedi and the Bihar Rebel Committee, passed 
on the amount to the Orissa Relief and Rehabilitation 
Committee sponsored mostly by the membors of the 
Praia Socialist Party but tne money never came into 
the hands pf Shri Surendranath Dwivedi His evidence 
as P.W. i3 on behalf of the petitioner must be accepted 
and his stand is fully corroborated by the oral and docu- 
mentary evidence brought on record. Nor is tria p vi- 
tvon seriously questioned on behalf of the respondent. 
It is clear Deyond doubt that no such relict money 
actually came into the hands of Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi, much less did he ever take upon hurself the 
task ol disbursing the same among the cyclone or flood 
affected people. Necessarily also any assertion that 
Shri Surendranath Dwivedi waa personally liable to 
render accounts cannot be an assertion of tiu'h. 

50. At this stage it would be appropriate to observe 
that both the witnesses namely Shri Surendrauulh 
Dwivedi on behalf of the petitioner and the respondent 
on behalf of himself have been closely cross-examined 
by the learned coungel for the respective parties and 
their version stands completely unshaken. Both of 
them have in a forthright manner and with full sense 
of responsibility clarified the position posed before them 
and in a manner full commensurate with their long 
standing reputation as public men. 

11. Thus, Shri Surendranath Mohanty when he spoke 
about matters covered by Exts. 3. and 4, for, he had no 
other possible source of information, was doing nothing 
bur reproducing what he had gathered from there. 
According to him, he refers to the newspaper reports 
in his speech. There is nothing counter to it and on* 
of the petitioner’s witnesses says that he does not 
remember if Shri Surendra Mohanty did make any 
such reference to any newspaper publication. In one 
view of the matter such a statement by Shri Mohanty 
can well be taken nothing than a more opinion formed 
by him which be placed before the audience not 
abruptly but after referring to the fact of contents of 
the newspaper reports as in Exts. 3 and 4 from which 
he had drawn this inferenca of Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi not having rendered accounts. Even assum- 
ing that this was nothing but a statement ot fact and 
not of an opinion, it was nothing more than a repetition 
of the purport of the contents of Exts. 3 and 4. To use 
the language of Shri Surendra Mohanty Himself — 

■’I had noticed the controversy in the Prajantra 
and had carried the controversy to the meet- 
ing on 15th February, 1971 which means I 
referred to this controversy at the meeting.” 
in my view, however, to the extent that Shri Surendra 
Mohanty stated at the meeting that Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi had not submitted accounts for the moneys 
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received, carmot be regarded as anything but an ex- 
pression of opinion. A Pare reading of Exs. 3 and 4 
would show tne conflicts and confusion relating to tins 
topic and even as Rhri Ami Kumar Ghose (P.W. 12) has 
said in Ex. 4 which was his rejoinder he bamg the 
Secretary io the Orissa Kclief and Rehabilitation Com- 
mittee, there was already confusion raised over the 
matter. Since Shri Surendra Mohanty had never had 
any personal knowledge of these collections, distribu- 
tion or accounts his statement after a reference to these 
newspaper reports at the meeting was noining but 
mieience presenied lo the audience based on these re- 
ports. .Therefore, by telling the audience that as such 
shri Dwivdi is to be taken as having not rendered 
accounts, cannot in any sense of the term be described 
as a statement of fact. The question of such an expres- 
sion of opinion being either false or believed by Shri 
Surendra Mohanty to be false or not to have been 
bWieved by him to be true, does not arise. 

52. According to him, he never told the audience 
that thereby it was to be taken that Shri Dwlvedi had 
misappropriated the amount (MARI NELE meaning 
MAR EIA in Hindu. Even assuming for a moment that 
he did say so as deposed to by the witnesses for the 
petitioner, this would be manifestly nothing but a 
further inference drawn from the inference that Shri 
Dwivedi had not rendered accounts, 

53. It would be idle to contend that in the context 
of such heavy relief moneys and particularly collected 
by a person in the position of Shri Surendranath 
Dwlvedi, it could at ail be said thai it was he himsell 
that would have kept the money and distributed it him 
seif even when a relief committee like the Orissa Relief 
and Rehabilitation Committee was there and available 
and even though the P.S.P. had its political and social 
workers in the area. Necessarily, a mete statement 
that Shri Surendranath Dwivedi in this context bad 
not rendered accounts does not necessarily mean that 
he was personally liable to render such accounts and 
much less that he could have had any scope for per- 
sonally misappropriating the moneys. No such in- 
evitable inference can flow. The possibility of the 
innumerable other inferences can be readily arrived 
at and it is not as it Shri Surendranath Dwivedi was 
a stranger to the people of the locality much less to 
Shri Surendra Mohanty. 

54. It Is this aspect of a possible misappropriation 
that is the real crux of the petitioner’s case. Aparr 
from what has been stated above, admittedly there is 
ipo such averment in the petition itself as forming the 
basis of the relevant corrupt practice alleged. For that 
reason also, this aspect of the matter can in no event 
weigh against this respondent. Had this been told to 
the audience purely as a statement of fact or in the 
context of other facts as a necessary inference drawn 
therefrom, th en the position might wall have been 
different. 

55. In this context it would be enough to refer to the 
case of Deba Kanta v. Golak Chandra ( A.I.R . 1970 S.C. 
1231) where their Lordships while distinguishing the 
case of Kumar Nanda v. Brij Mohan Lai Sharma (AIR 
1967 S.C. 808), pointed out that in this earlier deci- 
sion no facts were given from which an inference might 
have been sought to be drawn that the candidate was 
a “greatest of all thieves", while in the case immediately 
before them, objectionable words had been used after 
giving the facts on the basis of which it was held that 
the conduct of the respondent, namely, the returned 
candidate, had been undesirable. 

56. Again, assuming for a moment that it was by 
way of a statement of fact that Shri Surendra Mohanty 
had referred to nonreditlon of account*, in my view, it 
would not be correct to hold that this statement Imputed 
to Shri Surendranath Dwivedf a kind of personal or 
moral depravity. In the context it purely bears on the 
public conduct of Shri Dwivedi even apart from what 
Shri Mohanty has deposed in Court to that effect 


In support of this position regarding hrs own app oach 
to the matter. It Is true that Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi deposes that this reference o non-rendition of 
accounts by him as reported in Ext. 2 brought to his 
mind the idea of allegation of misappropriation. But 
even as the petitioner himself deposes on a reterence 
io Shri Surendranath Dwivedi after the filing of the 
election petition, the latter had felt vexed as he had 
not been previously consulted. It is also true that Shri 
Surendranath Dwivedi deposes to have written a letter 
to the respondent during his election telling him “what 
would be the use of false propaganda that you are 
making please contradict it," Whether this letter at all 
ranched Shri Surendra Mohanty is not known and Shri 
Mohanty admittedly has not repondent to it. What is 
significant is that the content of this letter even as 
deposed to by Shri Dwlvedi does not suggest as if at 
the time anything like an idea of misappropriation had 
struck him as being the implication of what Shri 
Surendranath Mohanty was reported to have said at 
the meeting and the fact remains that after Shri 
Dwivedi had issued his contradiction as in Ext. 5, he 
took the matter as closed as deposed lo by him. 

57. In the circumstances, having regard to the princi- 
ples laid down in Deba Kanta v. Golak. Chandra (A.I.R. 
1970 S.C. 1231 j and in Jivatodo v. Vithalrao (A.I.R. 
1970 S.C, 1841) it must be held that even if it be 
regarded as a false allegation of fact, it touches the 
political position or reputation or action of Shri 
Dwivedi and does not touch the person of the candidate. 
It is interesting to note that it has been eliciled from 
R.W, 5 in his cross-examination that the context in 
which the controversy in the Prajatantra was referred 
to by the respondent was an earlier reference by the 
respondent in his speech to the -fact that Shri Dwivedi 
was in the habit of accusing other partie of mis- 
appropriating public moneys. Hence, if at all ary 
similar misappropriation had been referred to oy the 
respondent, it is only reasonable to hold that it must 
have been so done with reference to the party to which 
Shri Dwivedi belonged namely the P.S.P. party and 
not with reference to the personal character and con- 
duct of his. 

58. The question that remains to be considered is 
whether it can be said on the basis of the material 
available that Shri Surendra Mohanty could have be- 
lieved this fact of non-rendition of accounts to be false 
or that he ever believed that it was true assuming that 
it was a statement of fact bearing on the personal 
character and conduct of Shri Surendranath Dwivedi. 
As already pointed out, the truth or falsity of it could 
not have been known to him. Even in so far as his 
belief about the truth of it is concerned, it Is abundantly 
clear that this statement was made in a thoroughly bona 
tide context and for which there was present a positive 
basis. This basis lies primarily in the controversy that 
had been raised in Ext. 3 and Ext. 4 of which the letter 
itself admits of a substantial degree of confusion in 
the matter appeals, collection, disbursement and ac- 
counts in so far as Shri Surendranath Dwivedi is con- 
cerned. Ext. 3 is a letter published In the Prajatantra 
with a captain asking Shri Dwlvedi to render accounts 
written by one Saraj Mohanty and few others. This is 
in the Praj antra dated 20th September, 1970 Ext. 4 is 
a rejoiner to this by Shri Anil Kumar Ghosh, treasurer 
of the Orissa Relief and Rehabilitation Committee who 
figures as P.W. 12. Ext. 4 also contains another re- 
joinder by the said Saroi Mohanty in reply to Shrii Anil 
Kumar Ghosh’s letter. It is not necessary to enter into 
the details of the contents of these two exhibits. Suffice 
it to say that these publications leave no manner of 
doubt that the challenge thus made In respect r.f the 
accounts relating to the donations in the context of 1967 
cyclone and 1969 floods was a real controversy, for an 
individual personally acquainted with the facts referred 
to therein would be left with the impression that Shri 
Dwivedi had the duty to render accounts which in fact 
had not been done. What is also important Is that It 
Is not as if there is anything pointedly therein which 
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suggested that there was a personal liability cust on 
Shri Dwivedi to render accounts or that he had per- 
sonally laken these moneys and had disbursed the same. 

39. It is not clear whether Ext. 5 which was Shri 
Dwivedi’s reply to the news commentary, Ext. 4 written 
and published in the Frajatantra of 4th June, 1970 by 
the Chief Editor of that paper P.W, 1, had come to the 
notice of Shri Surendra Mohanty or not. But assum- 
ing for a moment that he had noticed this Ext. 5 as 
suggested on behalf of the petitioner, Shri Dwivedi 
therein had referred to the damages done nut only dur- 
ing tne 1967 cyclono but also the floods thereafter in 
1969, Shri Dwivedi had appealed to dillerent relief orga- 
nisations and Individuals after the 1969 floods and as 
a result Rs. 25,000 had been received through the Utkal 
Relief Committee besides the moneys from other donoi.s, 
He furthei states therein that by the date ot his lettei 
the moneys were being distributed for renovating 
different school buildings in Patkura and its neighbour- 
ing areas through a committee. He ultimately gave the 
assurance that after the disbursements arc coniniete, 
the donors were to be furnished with a detailed repot t. 
It is manifest that by the date of Shri Dwivedi's letter 
the accounts had not been published. 

60. As is apparent from the evidence, this contro- 
versy persisted between June 1970 and September 1970. 
The meeting took place in February 1971. Even P.W. 1 
the Chief Reporter and author of Ext. 4 deposes that he 
nad no knowledge of the settlement of the controversy 
even by the date when he was thus deposing in Court. 

61. To add to this, there is nothing to refute the 
assertion of Shri Surendra Mohanty in his cross- 
examination that the P.S.P. that the P.S.P. workers ami 
others in Patkura were making election propagunna 
out ot the fact that Shri Sureudranath Dwivedi had 
raised funds for the relief of the distress m the 
Patkura area and lurther that in course of his tour 
in tne Patkura Constituency during his election he had 
heard two versions — one set of people saying that it 
was Shii Dwivedi that some relief had been given at 
Patkura, the other version Ibeing that they had not re- 
ceived anything and that the funds had been mls- 
utihsed and Shri Dwivedi had not rendered accounts 
Even after Ext. 9 which was a rejoinder to Shri 
Dwivedi's letter, Ext. 5 and which notwithstanding this 
letter insisted upon Shri Dwivedi to render accounts, 
no further reaction of Shri Dwivedi was available in 
Lhe aforesaid circumstance^, it is difficult to cast ;ny 
doubt on the bona fldes of Shri Surendra Mohanty when 
he hold the audience in the manner ho is alleged to 
have done and to arrive at a finding that he believed 
all that he said was lalse or that he had never Leiieved 
this thing to be true. Much has been made on hehall 
of the petitioner to the fact that it was only in the 
( ontext of the 1969 floods that Shri Dwivedi had up- 
pealed for donations, whereas the reference in the 
speech of Shri Surendra Mohanty and the news item in 
Ext. 2 referred to the 1967 cyclone. But in no event can 
this be a matter of real consequence and Shri Dwivedi 
himselt in his letter Ext. 5 refers to his appeal being 
in respect of not merely 1969 floods alone but ulso 
damages brought about by the 1967 cyclone as further 
hightened the calamities jn 1969. 

62. Suffice it to note that the correspondence in 
'Ext. 16 to 19 during November and December, 1967 to 
which Shri Surendranath Dwivedi was a party and the 
Ext. M dated 10th September, 1969 a letter from the 
Bihar Relief Committee to Shri Radhanath Rath as also 
Ext. 9, dated 16th October. 1969 from Shri Surendra- 
nath Dwivedi to Shri Radhanath apart from clearly 
eliminating the possibility of mala fldes cn the part ol 
the respondent, on the other hand very clearly indicate 
that Shri Dwivedi was closely associated with the avail- 
ability of funds for relief and closely concerned with 
the disbursement thereof, It is Important to note that 
the audit report of the Orissa Relief and Rehabilita- 
tion Committee for the period 9th July, 1969 to 31st. 
Majch 1971 was prepared as late as on 30th April, 
1971 as In Ext. 15. 


63. The net result ol the foregoing discussions, there- 
fore, is that the item of corrupt practice under Section 
123(4) of the Act alleged against Shri Surendra Mo- 
hanty must be held not to have been proved. 

64. Coming now to the charge under Section 123(3) 
of tile Act, it would be convenient to deal with the 
contents of Ext. 1, the editorial in the Kaljiga dated 
15th February, 1971 and the impugned part of the 
statement in Shri Biju Patnaik’s speech. It may be 
recalled that Ext. 1 as earlier discussed had been writ- 
ten by Shri Gyanendra Verma who had raniained In 
charge of editing the paper since after the commence- 
ment of the election campaign by Shri Surendra 
Mohanty and as already held in that context Shri 
Surandra Mohanty never had anything to do in fact 
with the editing of the paper during those days nor 
any voice in the writing of the editorials and tile pub- 
lication thereof. 

65. At the out set it is important to take note of the 
fact that the petition expressly confines Itself to an al- 
legation that both in Ext. 1 and in Shri Biju Patnaik’s 
speech, there had been an appeal to religious symbols 
namely the Chaka and Langals symbols allotted by the 
Election Commission by describing these symbols as 
weapons ol Jagannath and Balaram. It is not any 
appeal to religion as such that has been taken excep- 
tion to in the petition. The relevant issue is also con- 
fined to an appeal to religicus symbol. 

66 . On the other hand, in contract to this it Is signi- 
ficant that the petitioner in his deposition, however, and 
that too In his examlnation-ln-chief admits that on a 
reading of the editorial Ext. 1 and the report of the 
speech of Shri Biju Patnaik his impression was that it 
was an appeal in the name of religion. In cross-ex- 
amination also he makes it clear that according to him 
the object of the editorial wgs only to make a religious 
appeal to the voters. 

67. There can, however, be no doubt that a religious 
appeal and an religious symbols as contemplated under 
Section 123(3) of the Act are entirely two different 
things. The former In appropriate circumstances may 
come within the mischief of Section 123(2) but cannot be 
identical with an appeal to a religious symbol. 

68 . Before proceeding further it is to be noted that, as 
already held the evidence on behalf of the petitioner 
regarding this objectionable part of Shri Biju Patnaik’s 
speech does not deserve to be accepted and that the 
evidence on behalf of the respondent to the effect that 
Shri Biju Patnaik never made any such speech has to be 
preferred. There is, however, a further point which 
deserves to be noticed and that is that according to the 
pot) 1 loner while Shri Biiu Patnaik had been addressing 
(he meeting, Shri Surendra Mohanty was present all the 
time. The respondent’s case on the other hand is that 
immediately after he finished his speech he was called 
away to be present at Kiarbank where the next meeting 
of the evening had been scheduled to be held and it hao 
been delayed as a result of Shri Biju Patnaik and 
Shri Surendra Mohanty having been held up at Marsha 
Ghai. 

69. In this context the evidence of the petitioner’s 
witness is that Shri Biju Patnaik and Shri Surendra 
Mohantv left the Marsha Ghai meeting together and the 
evidence on behalf of the respondent is that Shri Biju 
Patnaik made speech after Shri Surendra Mohanty had 
left the meeting In view of the nature of the evidence 
of the prosecution witness, as already discussed, little 
reliance can be placed on them even in respect of this 
item and T would prefer to hold that Shri Surendra 
Mohanty had in fact left the meeting before Shri Biju 
Patnaik addressed the audience and thus no liability of 
any kind can attach to Shri Surendra Mohanty for 
whatever Shri Biiu Patnaik had said, 

70 Even assuming for a moment that he was present 
during Shri Biju Patnaik’s speech, there is not even an 
iota of evidence to suggest that Shri Surendra 
Mohanty could have had any knowledge of what the 
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context of Shri Biju Patnaik's speech was going to he, 
nor is there any evidence to show that he had earlier 
given his consent to the context of Shri Biju Patnaik's 
speech. The decision of the Supreme Court in S. IV. 
Balakrlshana v. Femadez (A.I.R. 19G9 S.C, 1201) has 
already been discussed on the question as to the nature 
of the proof required to establish consent of the candi- 
date. It is only necessary to emphasise In this context 
also as held therein that mere knowledge of or conni- 
vance at the corrupt practice Is not enough to inter 
corrupt practice. It is true that their Lordships hole 
there that a consistent course of conduct in the canvass 
of the candidate may raise a presumption of consent but 
the necessary plea or evidence in the instant case is 
completely absent. While it is true that Shri Biju 
Patnaik used to move about widely holding meeting, 
this was generally in the interest of the party as a whole 
and no doubt in the Interest of several candidates that 
.were contesting the elections not only for the Parlia- 
mentary constituencies as in the case of Shri Surendra 
Mohanty but also for other party candidates for the 
State Legislative Assembly, The mere presence of 
Shri Surendra Mohanty at the meeting cannot as such 
be enough to presume consent. 

71. On behalf of the petitioner, however, reliance has 
been placed on the case of Magnnlal Bngdi v. H. V 
Kamath ( A.I.R I960 Madhya Pradesh 362) wherein it 
has been held that where election publicity and propa- 
ganda of a party's candidates for election to the State 
Assembly as well as to the House ol People are conduct- 
ed conjointly, the candidates are In fact and law th 
agents of the candidates for the House of People and 
ince versa within the meaning of Section 123(4; ol the 
Act. There is, however, no such allegation made in the 
election petition as was the case In this decision ol the 
Madhya Pradesh High Coutt. There is little doubt that 
if such a broad proposition of law is taken as of uni- 
versal applcation. It would he to create the most diffi- 
cult position for the party candidates to meet the charge 
of corrupt practice. What is essential is that there must 
be a consent in the proper sense of the term and as- 
pointed out in Lalsina v.Vallabh Das (A.I-R. 1967 
Gujrat 62) — 

"In order that an act may be said to have been 
done by one with the consent of another, it Is 
necessary to determine that the two persons 
were adidem on the act done.” 

This decision has been referred to with approval in the 
Supreme Court decision reported in A.I.R. 1969 S.C. 
1201. If as held therein even knowledge cannot he 
. sufficient to prove consent, It will not stand to reason 
-that mere presence of Shri Surendra Mohanty at the 
time Shri Biju Patnaik was addressing the meeting can 
unequivocally lead to an inference of such a consent 

72- If follows that in no event can the respondent be 
said to have given his consent to the appeal If any to 
religious symbols made by Shri Biju Patnaik. The only 
question, therefore, left for consideration on this part 
of the case is whether assuming this speech of Shri Bliu 
Patnaik was as alleged by the petitioner, such a speech 
was tantamount to an appeal to religious symbols. The 
case of the petitioner in respect of Ext. 1 in the editorial 
in the Kalinga stands on the same footing, 

73. In both the speech and the editorial it is obvious 
that there has been clearly an appeal to the election 
symbols allotted by the Election Commission. This 
consists of a water-wheel and a plough and is tn be 
tound in the list of symbols formed under the Election 
Symbols (Reservation and Allotment) Order 1963 print- 
ed at page 412 of the Government publication of Manual 
of Election Law, 6th edition. All that is alleged is that 
this wheel has been referred to as a weapon of Jagan- 
nath and the plough to be a weapon of Balarum and 
this is the only basis on whieh the allegation of an 
appeal to religious symbols rests. In ether word-, it is 
to be seen whether the mere fact that the wheel and 
the plough are ascribed to be the weapons of .Taganmlb 
and Balarsm in religious lore Is sufficient to constitute 
these two things to be religious symbols. 


74. On behalf of the petitioner lehance has been 
placed upon the cases reported m 193.) (4) E.L.R. 380, 

19 E.L.R 278 and 20 E.L.R. 76. Of these, the case in 

20 E.L.R. 76 is not directly relevant to the point In 
19 E.L R. 278 the question was substantially different 
namely whether there wore systematic appeals in the 
name ol religion and the use of icllg ous symbols. Their 
Lordships found as a fact that a systematic appeal in 
the name of religion and the use of teligious symbols 
were carried on by the returned candidate and his agent 
In answer to ihe contention that the hulljck was not a 
religious symbol, their Lordships again emphasise that 
this appeal was a plain and systematic appeal when the 
leaflets on the subject were distributed among the voters 
to the knowledge of the returned candidate. It is in 
that context the Court observe that it would be suffi- 
cient 1o state that the bullock has been described as a 
Behara of Lord Siba and as such had been used as a 
religious symbol. It would thus appear that to this 
extent atloast this decision supports the petitioner’s case 
In the case reported In 1953 (41 E.L.R. 380 it was held 
that an appeal to religious symbols need not be syste- 
matic even within the meaning of Section 124(5) of the 
Act as il then shod. The actual symbol allotted by the 
Election Commission was a pair of yoked bullocks. 
Even though the bullocks were described as bahana ol 
Basavanna which was a religious deity It was held that 
the very tact that the word ''Basavanna” used during 
the course of the election shows that an appeal was 
made to religion; the tribunal clearly held that the 
appeal to the actual symbol could net be held to be an 
appeal to religious symbol since the pair ol yoked 
bullocks in the actual svmbol was not a picture of 
Basavanna. Thus, the tribunal made a clear distinction 
between a religious appeal and an appeal to religious 
symbols and held that the mere description during elec- 
tion ol the actual symbol as a religious symbol cannot 
be an appeal to religious symbol, This decision in effect, 
therefore, does not support the case of the petitioner. 
Besides, another decision reported in 20 E L R 76 has 
been held that the banion tree was a religious symbol 

75. Be that as it may, the law as it stands must be 
u riders* ood in the light of the decision of the Supreme 
Court In Ramanbhsi v. Dabbi Ajitkumar in A.I.R, 1965 
S.C. 669. It is essential for the purposes of this case to 
take note of theJr Lordships observation In paragraph 
10 of their judgement as quoted below. 

"As already stated, the Election Commissioner has 
itself allotted the svmbol cf star to the Swat- 
antra party. Would it be turned into a religious 
symbol beacuse the star Is described in the 
leaflets as the Dhruva star? In Webster's New 
World Dictionary a symbol is described thus ; 
"something that stands for or represents ano- 
ther things; especially an ohject used to re- 
person, i.e., in the entire creation and that the 
dove is a symbol of peace, the cross Is the 
symbol of Christianity”. The star standing 
bv ilself was a symbol of the Swantra Party 
Would it beeome then a religious symbol unless, 
like the cross, it is regarded as a _ symbol of 
Hindu religion when it Is associated with 
Dhruva'’ It is Impossible to say that any 
particular ohject, bird, or animal could bo 
regarded as a "symbol of the Hindu reli- 
gion” The basic concept of Hindu reli- 
gion is that the supreme being is in 
every "inanimate” object, plant, creature or 
person, -i.e, in the entire creation and that the 
entire creation is within the Supreme Being 
If, therefore, according to the fundamental con- 
eept of Hindu religion, God or Divinity is the 
rea’lty of the substance of everything that exits, 
it would not be possible to say that any parti- 
cular object is a svmbol of the Hindu religion- 
Tt is true that various deities in the Hindu pan- 
thaon are associated with some specific objects, 
birds or animals Thus, for example. Shiva is 
associated with a trident and a coiled cobra 
round bis neck; Vishnu Is associated with th" 
cobra ‘Shesha’ on which he reclines as upon a 
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bed; the eagle is associated with Vishnu as his 
vehicle; the goddess Lakshmi is associated with 
lotus upon which she stands and so on and so 
forth. Does It mean then that if a person uses 
a lotus or a cobra or a trident as his election 
symbol he will be appealing to the religious 
sentiments of the people? The answer must be 
clearly in the negative.” 

Their Lordships in the decision referred to above 
namely the case reported in A.I.R. 1965 S.C. 669 further 
observe as follows : — 

"Similarly, if they are told that they should cast 
their votes for a particular candidate whose 
election symbol is associated with a particular 
religion just as the Cross is associated with 
Christianity, that will be using a religious 
symbol for obtaining votes. But where, as in 
the case of Hindu religion it Is not possible to 
associate a particular symbol with religion, the 
use of a symbol even when It is associated with 
some deity, cannot, without something more, 
be regarded as a corrupt practice within the 
meaning of Section 123(3) of the Act.” 


76. In view of these clear pronouncements of their 
Lordships of the Supreme Court the finding as to 
whether there was an appeal to a religious symbol must 
be answered In the negative. The principles that 
should guide the Court in appreciating the implication 
of speeches at election campaigns and leaflets distribut- 
ed at election meetings have already been referred to 
suffice it to say a reading of the editorial Ext. 1 as also 
the speech alleged to have been made Shri Biju Pat- 
naik must have to be read in the lieht of the derision 
of the Supreme Court In Shubnnth Deopam v. Ram 
Naraln Prasad, A.I.R. i960 S. C. 148 referred to in 
AIR 1965 S. C. 669. Here again, the relevant pas- 
sage In A.I.R. I960 S. C, 148 may be quoted with ad- 
vantage which runs as follows : — 

"A distinction must, therefore, be drawn between 
canvassing on grounds cf religion and seeking 
of votes in graphic or picturesque language 
with analogies from religious lore; to Illust- 
rate, a candidate may appeal to the electorate 
consisting of persons professing different rell- 
cions, say Hindus. Muhammadans, Christian*; 
etc., to vote fer Him and say that he would 
sacrifice his life In the cause of his constituen- 
cy lust like Christ sacrificed to redeem the 
world. He may also sav that like Rama, the 
virtuous, who killed Havana, the rakeshasa. 
the embodiment of evil, be would. If elected, 
put down corruption, nepotism and the like 
in Government, He may even say that he 
would sacrifice himself as a goat before Kali 
t-> bring happiness and prosperity to his cons- 
tduenev. All these similies are drawn from 
rel-gfon, but they do not embody an appeal. 
di'"Ctiy -v indirectly, to vote for the candidate 
on -rounds of religion”. 


It Is "itmt, a distinction has undoubtedly to be drawn 
bet’ TT -?n mnvass'ng on grounds of religion and appeal- 
ing to religious symbols merely because the Chakra is 
the weapon associated with Rrlkrhbna or Jagannath 
and merely because the plough is associated with the 
deity Balaram, it cannot convert the Chaka Langaia 
in to a religious symbol. 

77 It remains to be emphasised that a f fi ' r reading 
of the editorial Ext. 1 emphasises upon the scheme as- 
cribed to what Chaka and Langaia represent namely 
agriculture and development of industries and it w 
claimed that since trm njelure of these two article.; K.r 
been assigned to the Utkal Congress party as their elec- 
tion symbol it i- with the nower udorlvlngthis symbol 
that the Ulknl Conn-ess Parts- will be able to bring 
about all round developments in the State of : Onssn in 
agriculture, industries and in providing employment 
to the unemployed While d ing , * r ' ,t '-oinl=-. to t 
fart of association of these articles with these two deiti- 
es nn d describes them ns weapons of these deities 


and it is because of the immeasureable forca behind 
these weapons that it will be possible for the Utkai 
Congress Party to do so. It cannot but be held that 
such a presentation can hardly stir up even the religi- 
ous sentiment and is nothing more than the use of 
similies drawn from religion couched in metaphors and 
high-flown language. 


78. The finding must be that neither in the editorial 
In Ext. 1 nor in the speech if made by Shri Biju Pat- 
tiaik to this effect, it is possible to hold that there 
has been an appeal to a religious symbol. It is signi- 
ficant that it is not even the case cf the petitioner that 
there has been a use of religious symbol as distinct 
from an appeal to religious symbol. It Is equally sig- 
nificant as is evidence the emblem of the PSP. on Its 
flag is nothing other than this wheel and plough, noth- 
ing substantially different from that of the election 
symbol allotted to the Utkal Congress Party. 

qp 

79. The next point for consideration is whether if 
at all it is to be held that these statements of Shri 
Surendra Mohanty in his speech as reported in Ext. 2 
fall within the mischief of Section 123(4) of the Act 
and whether it can be said to have been reasonably 
calculated to prejudice the prospects of Shri Surendra- 
nath Dwivedl’s election. This aspect has been explain- 
ed in Jivatode v. Vithalrao in AIR'. 1970 S. C. 1841. 
The word ‘calculated’ has to be interpreted in the sense 
that the publication of false statement of fact relating 
to personal character or conduct must be such as would 
in the estimation of the court having regard to the 
nature of the publication, the evidence tendered in 
court and the surrounding circumstances have its natu- 
ral and probable consequences of prejudicing the pros- 
pects of the candidate relating to whose personal 
character or conduct the publication has been made. 
The emphasis is not so much on the intention of the 
publisher but on the probable effect on the election of 
the candidate against whom these statements are 
directed. 


80. It is not to be ignored that us is in evidence on 
behalf of the petitioner himself Shri Surendranath 
Dwlvedi had been held in high esteem in the area If 
at all the impugned statements are to be equated with 
the allegation of misappropriation without any reser- 
vation whatsoever it cannot but be said that In all 
probability the prospect# of Shri Dwivedi’s election 
would have stood prejudiced. But as taken Into ac- 
count by their Lordships of the Supreme Court in the 
derision last referred to, a campaign of slander is 
llkclv to create prejudice in the mind of the people. 
The bigger the lie, the greater is the chance of its being 
aer-nted as truth and that there Is unfortunately a 
tendency in the mind cf the unwary nubile to believe 
the worst about Individuals. Though in this sense the 
answer to the question must, be In favour of the peti- 
tioner. on the finding already arrived at, the question 
does not really arise. 


81 As regards the alleged appeal to religious sym- 
bols the ciuestlon of furtherance of the prospects of tne 
flection of Shri Surendra Mobantv or nreiudl rally 
iffectine the election of Shri Surendranath Dwlvedi 
ioes not also arise on the basis of the finding already 
irrlved at Even otherwise the speech was made bv 
?hri Biii r Patnaik. the leader of the Utkal Congress 
md In his speech as well as In the editorial Ext, 1 
he emphasis is on the victory of the Utkal Congress 
:<artv as such which is not an All-India Party. Even 
hourii Shri Surendra Mohanty was a candidate of tne 
Ttkal Congress Party for the Parliamentary constltu- 
nev nonetheless in the sneerh and in the editor; I th 
■it invite obiect is to ensure the necessity of forming a 
throng and stable Government for unllftment of the 
it ate of Orissa Besides, nt the meeting or V’™\uvol 
■uarv. 1671 at Marsha Ghal there were also otto HJtkal 
-’oneness Pvlv candidates contesting the election for 
he State Assembly. It is not alleged as if while mak- 
ns an anneal, if any. to a religious symbol Shri Biru 
Litnalk made any reference in that context to the 
■andldature cf Shri Surendra Mohanty or even of Shri 
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Surendranath Dwivedi. Nor is there any allegation 
in tha election petition that it was ever the scheme of 
Shri Biju Patnaik, Shri Surendra Mohanty and others 
of his party to jointly canvass In favour of each one of 
them through speeches to be delivered by their leader, 
Shri Biju Patnaik. In the circumstances, even on the 
assumption of facts in favour of the petitioner, it is 
not possible to give a finding in favour of the petitioner 
in so far as the last limb of sub-section (3) of Section 
123 of the Act is concerned. 


82. All that remains to be noted is that on behalf 
of the respondent several petitions have been filled 
praying for an expunction of that part of the deposi- 
tions of the petitioner’s witnesses who say that Shri 
Surendra Mohanty had told the audience that Shri 
Surendranath Dwivedi had misappropriated the moneys 
received by him. On behalf of the petitioner counters 
ham been filed. The position, however, is clear that 
theuvltnesses had said so in the context of their ver- 
sions of the speech that they were deposing to as 
having been made by Shri Surendra Mohanty. It is 
true and it is conceded by the learned counsel for the 
petitioner that there is no specific assertion of an alle- 
gation of misappropriation in the election petition. But 
nonetheless It Is not really a question of expunction of 
this part ot the depositions but it is a question of taking 
this part of the depositions into account in the context 
of the actual allegation in the petition under Section 
123(4) of the Act, As already pointed out, the point 
is whether by the mere fact of having said that Shri 
Surendranath Dwivedi had not rendered accounts, the 
only inevitable conclusion was that there was misap- 
propriation by him. Having regar.d to all these cir- 
cumstances, the relevant part of the depositions does 
not call for any expunction and the petition in th it 
behalf by the respondent is rejected. 

83. On behalf of the petitioner a petition has been 
filed for naming Shri Biju Patnaik as a person who 
has been proved at the trial to have committed corrupt 
practice. In view of the actual findings, the question 
does not arise and this prayer is also rejected. 

84. In the result, therefore, tha finding must be 
that no corrupt practice within the meaning of Section 
123(3) or Section 123(4) of the Act has been proved to 
have been committed at the election- The petition is 
accordingly dismissed with costs, the total amount of 
which is fixed at Rs. 500 to be paid by the petitioner 
to the respondent. 

(Sd.) B. C. Das. 

The High Court of Orissa, 

Cuttack. 


The 14th. January, 1972. 


[No. 82/OR/8/71.] 


ORDER 

New Delhi , the 7th February 1972 

S.O. 739.— Whereas. Shri Patni Jayantilal Mani- 
lal, 65, Sutar Chawl, 25-Abdul Rehman Street, Bom- 
bay-3, who was a contesting candidate for election 
held in March, 1971 to the House of the People from 
4-Bombay South constituency was disqualified iby the 
Commission by its Order dated the 31st December, 
1971, under section 10A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, for his failure to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the said Act 
and the Rules made thereunder; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferr- 
ed by section 11 of the said Act, the Election Com- 
mission, for the reasons recorded on the representa- 
tion made by the said candidate Shri Patni Jayanti- 
lal Manilal, reduces the period of disqualification im- 
posed on him to the period of disqualification al- 
ready suffered by him and removes the disqualifica- 
tion for the unexpired period with immediate effect. 

[No. MT-HP/4/71(R).] 
By Order, 

K. S. RAJAGOPALAN, Secy. 


HIT?! Wlfo 

irfor 

fit ffoft, 7 TTffft, 1972 " 

*PTo fo 73 9--JRT: eft foft foffftfoT ffffoRT, 65, 
for for, 2 5 srsjsr t^for , Rfo-3, aft aftr am % 
far *rnf, 1 971 ir fff farm *r 4-fo*r spfo ffofo-fo 
R farm sfo 377 snfo «r, *fEp foffocar forffor, 
1951 srrcr 10-37 % fop foEr jrrr srfor 

31 frffPffv 1971 5T7T, Rfff Rfafomr (BIT fffoff 
3RTrr :rrt[ fforf am foffo for ffoNrff afo tt *ft 
vwr four 3fo it srffqvff Tfo % 3fot fffTffff 377 fo 
nrr Jr 1 

fo w, forffor 4\ rrt 1 1 grer for 
wfafo 37T foff 3fo fir, RT77 ffofo fofBT, 73ff 
«fi qfot arfo'.triar pfo-nn grTt fo 70 

rpc w foffovg'fr 3fofr T -jh 'f 7 ; forctfo ffoErr 371 

TRTTffftr 37 mrr tt Tjdff r fr 377ffT | foenfY 75 377 

t sft7 Rfffoff TTforfET % ffo RR fffTfo 37> fo 
for it fforr | 1 

[r° ff5r-Rtoffo/4/7i(?rr7)] 
rtrifor R, 

%o Pffo rrfo'mpT, Rifo i 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the Sth February 1972 

S.O. 740 — Whereas Shri Krishan Kumar, R/O House 
No. 90, Than Singh Nagar, Aanad Parbat, New Delhi, 
who was a contesting candidate for the General Elec- 
tion to the House of the People, from 3-Kaithal consti- 
tuency In the State of Haryana, held In March, 1971, 
was disqualified by the Commission by its order, dated 
the 3rd December, 1971, under section 10A of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, for his failure 
to lodge an account of his election expenses within the 
time and in the manner required by the said Act and 
Rules made thereunder; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 11 of the said Act, the Election Commission 
for the reasons recorded on the representation made 
by the said candidate Shri Krishan Kumanr reduces 
the period of disqualification imposed on him to the 
period of disqualification already suffered by him and 
removes the disqualification for the unexpired period 
with immediate effect. 


[No, HN-HP/3/71- (4-R) .] 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 

ffoft, 8 3)T3fT 1972 

tjRo *f[o 7 40. — fo eft for fRT7 ffoRt Efo 
*f o 9 0, *TTR ffni Tfi7, 3^3, fff fevvft, ^ft Rt37 RRT 
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|Paet 11 — 


% BIT, 1971 P $1 TiTRN fadfanf P 3-*faH 
OTTRP 5 TT P fPT?PP TIP Plfa TPPPf P. pfa STfafaflRP 
pfaffipP, 19 5 1 Tr STTCT 1 0 -T % Ptffa PfPTP 5 FT Tffa 
PfaW TRfa 3 feRT, 1971 SRT, TTT pftffaPP TPI 
T^tffa Pdfa m faPPT SRr PTfaP PPP % 5 RR TPT 
TtfiT ft ST'fa fapfap 5TPT TT N'T! Tlf’sET 4RP if PPPFI 
T$P % spRTT fpT%T PR fap rfa P, 

5TcT , PP, TTT pfsifppP pt PRT 1 1 TRr TRT TlfaTP f 
TT srqflTT TRT f(T, THTT fafamr pfatP, TIT p'«faf 
sfr fW |jPR 5TH faP PP TR-irTTP T T pfpfafap TRWf 
% TP <R pfaufap ffiRTTr pit TTeTRlfa TT PTRF TTfit gt 
PRTT | faclfit PRPP if PUP PR ^ F % WtT PTfaR 
TTR.RfV * fair ^ fpTTPT P?T ^Tt f P -T P TTITT ft I 

[p® j[T-;=i)o-:> 3 / 7 / 4-T rJ '] 
phut p, 

TO TT^o tfp pfpT I 


ERRATA 

New Delhi, the 3>d February 1972 

S.O. 741 — In the Election Commissions noti- 
fication No. 282/1/AP/71, dated the 1st December, 
1971 published in an extiaoidmaiy issue of the 
Gazette of India, Part-II, section 3, sub-section ( 11 ), 
dated the 3rd December, 1971 — 

At page 3263 of the Gazette — ■ 

( 1 ) in item (1) against 15-Ongole in the first line 
for the woids "extent of constituency’ lead 
"extent of constituency" and for entiles "(97) 
Ponnor, (98) Sapatla,” read "(97) Ponnui, 
(98) Bapatla,” 

At page 3264 of the Gazette — 

(i) In Item (2) against 16-Guntui, for the entry 
"(103) Tadikonde” read "(103) Tadikonda” 
(it) in Item (3) against 17-Narasarapopet, for the 
entry “(99) Pratripad", read "(99) Frathipad,” 
(ill) in Item (47 against 18-Kavali, for the entry 
“(119) Pondili” read “(119) Podili”, 

(iv) in item (G) for the words and number "m 20- 
Tirupatm (SC)” read "in 20-Tirupathi (SC)”, 

(v) In item (7) against 21-Chittoor, for the entiles 

“(143) Rajamptc, (162) Rayachoty and (153) 
Lakkireddipaht” read (143) Palmaner, (144) 
Funganur and (146) Madanapalli” 

(cl) In item (8) against 22-Rajampet, for the entry 
"(151) Kajampet,’ read "(151) Rajampet”, 

(vn) in item (i2) against 26-Kurnool, for the entry 
"£177) Yemaiganur”, read “(177) Yemmiganur”, 

(vln) In item (1) against lO-Salur(ST) In fifth and 
sixth line for the words “Amurayyavalas and 
Kilnm villages in Mentada firka in Gajapathi- 
nagram taluk” read "Amarayyavulasa and 
Kailam villages In Mentada lirka m Gajapathi- 
nagaram taluk” 

At page 3265 of the Gazette- — 

( 1 ) m item (2) agamst 12-Pedamanapuram, in third 
line for the woids "Sobbih taluk” read 
"Bobbili taluk” and in the fourth line for the 
words "Messalaoeta” >ead “Meesalapeta”, 

£ii) in item (7) fur the entries “112 Reddakurapadu 
1 14-Machcrea and 128-Sarepalli (SC)”, substi- 
tute U2-Peddakurapadu, 114-Mecherla, and 
1 28-Sar vepalll ( SC)”, 1 


At page 3266 of the Gazette , — 

(1) In line seventeen, for the number and word 
"149-Tirupathi", substitute “149-Thirupathi", 

£n) in line thirtyflve, for the entry ' L64-Kaiyandurg 
?ead 167-Kalyandurg" substitute the entry 
’ 164-Kalyandurg (SC) read 107-Kulyandurg 
(SC)”, 

( 111 ) in item (8) against 99 Pialhipad, m the third 
line for the word “Najupalcm” read "Raju- 
palem’ and m the fourth line for the words 
“Nandendlu firka" read “Nadendla fiika”, 

At page 3267 of the Gazette — 

(1) in item (12) against 111-Parchur, m the fifth 
line for the words “Annaaram villages” read 
“Annavaram Milages" 

£ 11 ) In item (17) against 201-Vlcarabad(SC), Tm 
second line, for the words “the existing” read 
“the existing entry”, 

( 111 ) under the heading villages in Ongole firka in- 
cluded in Santhanuthalapadu Assembly consti- 
tuency’ for the entry ‘ 9-ServiroddIpalem” read 
"9-Servireddipaiem” 

TNo. 282/1/AP/71.] 
R. D. SI-IARMA, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OP COMMUNICATIONS 

(P & T, Board) 

New Delhi , the 14th February 1972 

S.O. 742. — In pursuance of paia (a) of Section III of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced 
by SO No 027 dated 8th March 1900, the Dneetor 
General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 16th 
March, 1972 as the date on which the Measured Rate 
System will be mtioduced in PHALTON Telephone 
Exchange, Maharashtia Circle. 

[No. 5-12/72-PHB(2) 1 
D. R BAHL, 

Assistant Duet tar General (PHB). 

PPR fa ’dm 

(STV-JTR Pfilf) 

p£ faoTft, 14 TRTft, 197 2 

VT° PT° 742. — RTpft PTTP W 627, fapfa 8 
Pl3, I960 SRI RFX fair ptr Plfafa PR fppp 1951 
%ffalP 434 % ET'R 111 %'fal (pt) £ 5FJPR tr-pr 
it PwTPP jaffafa if fofiTT 16-3-72 % 
pprfap r pet pr^t tt fawrd fan | i 

[RMT 5 - 12 / 72 -tfrolTTo^o( 2 )] 

TR® 


MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 14th Februuiy 1972 

S O, 743. — In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of 
the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and Fees) 
Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby authoiises 
Shrl M. B. Mathur, Assistant in the Vice-Consulate of 
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India, Geneva to perform the duties of a Consular 
Agent , with effect from the 21st December, 1971 until 
further orders. 

[No. F. T. 4330/3/72.] 
PRAMOD KUMAR, 
Under Secy. (Consular). 

ftftST 

JUf 1 4 FTFTf, 1972 

743 . — -TI^Rfirsp Trsj JFlfrFTT 'FftTFTTT (wf 
tt q- bt^) srfsrfFirF, 1948 % fif 2 =Ft uro (f?) % 

iH RTF ii RTSK FFF % F?lFT fPTF FT-FfrUTTeUT 

rtfi; Ft crftf ?r, suraT 
siteF cm, FTR^ft srfimcrf ft ftf FUt ft ?rfsmn: 
^fr 1 1 

[WI Tilo 4330/3/72] 
mite ffiK, 5teT FfFF I 


DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 26th February 1972 

S.O. 744. — The following modifications which the 
Central Government proposes to make to the Master 
Plan for Delhi are hereby published for public Infor- 
mation. Any person having any objection or sugges- 
tion with respect to the proposed modifications may 
send his objection or suggestion in writing to the Sec- 
retary, Delhi Development Authority Delhi Vikas 
Bhawan, Now Delhi within a period of 30 days from 
the date of this notice. The person making the objec- 
tion or suggestion should also give his name and 
address. 

Modification 

(1) “An area measuring about 4.46 hect. (13.5 acres) 
earmarked in the Master Plan/zonal plan as commer- 
cial for warehousing, storage, depots and mineral 
siding sorrounded by 45.72 mts (150 ft.) wide Master 
Plan Road in the north (as per new alignment due to 
the site feasibility), Mathura Road 45.72 mtrs. (150 ft.) 
In the East, industrial area in the south and the 
Railway Line in the west is proposed to be changed to 
Industrial use (Light manufacturing)” 

(2) “An area measuring about 2.8 hect. (about 7 acs.) 
located near Feroz Shah Kotla monuments and 
earmarked as recreational and historical monuments In 
tho Master Plan/Zonal Plan is proposed to be charged 
to Residential”. 

The plans indicating the proposed modifications will 
be available for inspection at the office of the Authori- 
ty, Delhi Vikas Bhawan, Indraprastha Estate, New 
Delhi on all working days except Saturday within the 
period referred to above. 

[No. F.16(65)/70-MP.] 
H. N. FOTEDAR, Secy, 

fa? Ft falfTR RTfaFTF 
FTFFfFF ^FFT 
df fefr, 26 TPTff 1972 
74 4. — FTFR fecvft FHFT C F7F 
if <ft% r ^ftHTF F"Ut TIT f^MI t FT Tift FRO I Ft 


fmfi-Q % faur RFrfwT fw vr ur 1 1 sr rwtrf % 
FFR$FfefFrft*FfaF Ft 
WFfuFtTgsnFSF mF%3ofaF% 
trrftrFTF %RpFF,fae?ftfFFTF fff, Ft faesft % tut faur 
ft^ffffIi FTsrfpT wfr turfu Rr^RTFTFRRFT 
FDT FFT ^TT TFnft $' 

(1) "$TWT 4-4 6 §F£ (l3.5 l^F?) FT&T 
FRFT 'VnF/iFtFTT c tTTF if R'RURFfRR, FteTF, 
fFTT RRT ufFF FTTF % PTTF % fUF WPT- 
FlfFTifFfTO:| I F7TTF 45. 72*ftET 
( 1 5 o’ ) FWFtTFTCFIF Tte I (UTTF^ 
F^^PTTF^^^FJFn:) jtif 45. 72lftET 
( 1 5 o’ ) 'Ftft FFTT Tte, F%FT *T SltmfFF 

efF FarrTfFFFir^^TTFF 1 1 F^T ^3TF> 
STF SlfsftfFF FFTIF (3 r 3 fAjFT ZJF ) (d'tj 
F^fte) FRfTF#FFT^FmFTF$ I 

(2) "fFTftpnT^ F'tEFT ?FTTF % fFFE 2‘8 
&F£ (FF 7 TF 7 6 [FF) WT F> FRET UTIF/ 
^"tFFFUFif FdKFFRFDtfdglfRF TFlTFf 
% fafa fafe fFFT RFT FT SDT F?t 5 ^ F> 
FTFTRtF tpflF TfTFFF FT?t FTSTUTTF 1 1 ” 

UfFFR Ft W) ■?+ < Ffk fdTft iff FUtefi F fad F fcwft 
faFTF STTiiTFTF % FUTfrUT faFTF FFF, SnARR YR2R, Ft 
feufr - 1 Jr Fdd FTFftr ir ’ttft ffinf % FiFfWf ft fFfr- 
5PF f%FT tit FFFT ^ I 

[F° PTio 16(55) 70-TTRo"ffo] 

iiFo liFo TTtTtelT, FfFF I 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 
ORDERS 
Stamps 

New Delhi, the 26th February 1972 

S.O. 745. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian 
Stamp Act. 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government 
hereby permits the City and Industrial Development 
Corporation of Maharashtra Limited, Bombay, to pay 
consolidated stamp duty of nine lakhs, six thousand, 
one hundred and twenty-seven rupees and fifty paise, 
chargeable on the debentures of the value of twelve 
crores, eight lakhs and seventeen thousand rupees, 
under the said Act. 

[No. 5 / 72 -Stamps/F. No. 471/7/72-Cus.vn.] 
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farT RTTRR 

3fmt faRFT ) 

Riivr 

wi«r 

Rf ftfevff, 26 1^^, 1972 
qRo ifto 745. — RTOfa SCTPT RfafRJnT, 1899 
(1899 ^ 2) vV siTtr 9^T<Tarcr (1) %^r (u) 
im stctt Jirftcpff Tnr swk rr# ftj, tor 
tur? +'i inUum 1 m r^kp^ fRfats 

spra^; *P>, RW RftfP-FW % RlftR, RTC$ TTfa, RTS RPI, 
Rftlj TFTIT % IJeR fWRTf TT RETR, fit TO, W- 

'fSHT SJen 

*pr RraTST "TK^T RT t^TT, ttcTTarUWFpr^fr^l 

[RO 5/ 72-^TPT/TToRo 47 l/7/72-EttT° VII] 

8.0. 148. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian 
Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government 
hereby permits the State Industrial and Investment 
Corporation of Maharashtra Limited, Bombay, to pay 
consolidated stamp duty of two lakhs, forty-seven 
thousand and five hundred rupees, chargeable on the 
debentures, of the value of three crores and thirty 
lakhs rupees, under the said Act. 

[No. 0/72-Stampa/F. No. 471/11/72-Cus. VII.] 
K. SANKARARAMAN, Under Secy. 

tJRo tffo 746. — RTOfW STHT WftfPm, 1899 

( i899*m 2) ’tfVtnn ( 1) % ^ (or) «nr 

SITR wlwff W SpflR TRlt gT, EWR, 

f^-ip-r vkmI^h *m> Rfrtn? ftrfasir, 

RTt, TTR RfErfdRR & RsftE, fftT Trfff tfftl RRT 

TT EEFf , Rl tTTCT, RflifftR ^K, Tfa ift 
W)[ Rirfel WT*T RcT RT RTFT 4><*i % f*F(, Id^jRT 
E^STT $ I 

[R° 6/72— ^CTPl/'ET® R° 47l/ ll/72— iffaTo VTI] 

*|io R*tr«TRd, RTT Rf’T’T t 


ERRATA 

SO 747. — In the Notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Finance, Department of 
Economic Affairs (Office of the Treasurer of Charitable 
Endownmqnta for India) No F. 1/1/71-TCE, dated file 
15th June, 1971 published as S.O. 5140 In the Gazette 
of India, Part II. Section 3(11) dated the 13th November, 
1971 at pages 6081 to 6095. 
pagess 0061 to 6095. 

(1) Insert the word ‘NOTIFICATION’ above ‘New 
Delhi, the 15th June, 1971. 

(il) Read ‘as’ for ‘so’ In line 1 against S.O. 5140 


Page 6082- 

Case No. 1, Column 6, line 17 read “328' ” for "328;" 
Page 6004 — 

(1) Case No. 3, Column 0, Item 2. Une 1 read 
‘Uinlithgo’ for ‘Llnpithgo’ 

(il) Case No- 4, Column 8, read ‘Do’ for' 


(lii) Maharashtra-Case No. l, Column 8, insert the 
word ‘Do’ against the words Not known in 
Column 7. 

Page 6066 — 

Cose No, 10 Column 6 (i) line 7, read 'messuages’ 
for ‘messages’ 

(ii) Line 14, read ‘Road’ for ‘Raod’ 

Page 6067 — 

Case No. 14, Column 6, (i) line 1, read ‘Secondly* 
for ‘Seondly’ 

(ii) line 2, read ‘land’ for ‘/and’ 

Page 6069 — 

Case No. 16, Column 5, line 2, read ‘Jejeebhoy’ 
for ‘Jeejeebhoy’ 

Page 0070 — 

Case No. 17, Column 7 and 8, read, ‘Not known’ 
•for ‘Do’ 

Pages 6072-73— 

Case No. 3, column 11, line 2, read ‘Development’ 
for ‘Develoment’ 

Case No, 4 (i) Column 6, read ‘(al) 31,584.74’ for 
‘(AI) 1,31,584.7’ 

(ii) Column 10, insert ‘(d)’ before the figure ’55.00’ 

(iii) Column 11, para (d) (a) line 2, read ‘after’ 
for ‘aftere’ 

(b) line 4, read ‘Savings’ for Servings’ 

Page 6074-75 — 

Case No. 11, Column 11, line 6, read ‘of for 'o’ 
Pages 6076-77 — > 

Case No. 14, Column 0, read ‘(h3) 4,76,409.50’ for 
‘34,76,409.50’ 

Case No. 15, Column 11, line 4, read ‘disposal’ for 
‘disposa’ 

Case No. 16, Column 11, line 4, (i) read ‘1969’ for 
■1967’ 

(Jl) line 6, read ‘1970-75’ for ‘1975’ 

Pages 6078-79— 

Case No. 2, (i) Column 4, the figure against ‘54% 
Loan 2000’ read '1,40, 300.00’ for ‘1,40,300.000 T 

(11) Column 11, Une 11, para (n) read ‘59,135,7®* 
for ‘59,135,78/-’ 

Case No. 3, Column 11, read ‘(R)’ for '(o)’ para 2 

Case N<>. 4, (i) Column 7, read ‘(d) for ‘(p)’ before 
the figure 14.84. 

(ii) Column 9, read '(j)’ for ‘(f)’ 

Case No- 6, Column 9, read ‘32.66’ for ‘632.6’ against 
interest remitted. 

Pages 6080-81 — 

Case No. 10, Column 3, line 4, read ‘B.I.T.* for 
‘B.L.T.’ 

Case No. 13, Column 2, line 1, read ‘Province’ for 
‘Provinc’ 

Case No. 14, Column 3, line 1, read ‘Director’ for 
•Diretor’ 

Case No, 15, Column 9, insert ‘(q)’ before the words 
‘Other Payments’. 

Pages 6082-83 — 

Case No. 10, Column 11, para (x) line 5, read 
*27-8-71’ for '27-8-7’ 

Case No. 18, Column 10, read ‘(a «)’ for ‘(ac)’ 
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Pages 6084-85 — 

Case 21 (1) Column 7, read '(at)’ for '(aj)’ 

(ii) Column 10, read ‘(ah)’ for ‘(ah)’. 

Case No. 22 (i) Column 7, read ‘(aa)’ for ‘(ae>)’ 
(li) Column 11, lines 1 and 2, read ‘proceeds’ for 
‘pyovceeds’ 

Case No. 23 (i) Column 3, lines 11 and 12, read 
‘Mahatma’ for ‘Mahama’ 

(ii) Column 4, read ‘3% Conversion Loan 1946 
11,000 00’ for ‘3% Conversion Loan 11,001,00’ 

(iii) Column 5, read ‘11,000.00’ for ‘11,000,00’ 

Case No. 25, Column 3, line 4, read ‘Asiatic’ for 

‘Asiatic’ 

Case No. 26 (1) Column 3, line 1, read ‘Secretary’ 
for ‘Secretry’ 

(11) Column 4, read ‘7,000.00’ for ‘2,000.00’ against 
4-3/4% Maharashtra Loan 1976 and ‘2,000.00” 
for ‘7,000.00’ against 4-3/4% Madras Loan 
1976 


(iii) Column 6, read, ‘98,262,71’ for ‘98,262-7’ 

(Iv) Column 10 read “(ee)’ for ‘.(ec)’ 

Pages 6086-87— 

Column 11, lino 16, read ‘5-3/4%’ for ‘5J per cent’ 
Pages 6086-87— 

Case No. 4, Column 11, line 7 read '(w)’ for ‘(iv)’ 

MADHYA PRADESH— Case No. 2, Column 2, line 1, 
read ‘Berar’ for ‘Bearer’, 

Rages 6092-93— 

(i) Case No. 10, Column 2 , Hne 2, read ‘Trust’ for 

‘Trus’. 

(ii) Case No. 11, Column 7, insert ‘(a)’ against the 
figure ‘785,00’. 

Pages 6094-95 — 

Case No. 16, Column 6, read ‘3,198.00’ for ‘3,193.00’ 
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ministry of labour and rehabilitation 

(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 3rd February 1972 

S.O. 747 .— In pursuance of clauses (c) and (d) of 
sufb-paragraph (I) of paragraph 4 of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds Scheme, 1952, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Shri D. P. Chakrabarty, Messrs. 
Andrew Yule and Company Limited 23 N/l, Diamond 
Harbour Road, N.R. Avenue— New Alipur and Shrl 
Bibhas Ghosh, Rabindra Nath Road, Post Office Gondal- 
para, Chandannagar as members of the Regional 
Committee for the State of West. Bengal and makes 
the following further amendments in the notification 
of the Government of India in the late Ministry of 
Labour No. S.R.O, 1278 dated the 20th June, 1953, 
namely: — 

In the said notification, 

(i) for entry (4), the following entry shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

"(4) Shri D. P. Chakrabarty, Messrs Andrew 
Yule and Company Limited, 23 N/l, Diamond 
Harbour Roa^ N.R, Avenue — New Alipur, 
Calcutta-53.” 

(ii) for entry ( 8 ), the following entry shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

"( 8 ) Shri Bibhas Ghosh, Rabindra Nath Road, 
Post Office Gondalparg, Chandannagar.” 

[No. 12/0/84/PF-II.] 

ftrnHT) 

3 TTUCTt 1972 

VTo *TTo 747. — RfattT ffifST VTtYt, 1952 
% SFJ'#? 4 % ( 1 ) % ( 17 ) ifrr (r) % 

tFTRTT R SWT TTT3TTT >-fr #Vo WFff 

trffT qN mry TWl PTfVTT, 23^/], SpUTiS if^T 


T>?, T4o TPo rr^rj-r^ s-ftTU q-'fr stf fyvm TtT, 
TFT ftT, NT TV jfTNTTTTT, qff TfPTR 

TOTH TW % ft=FT NeflT Rffiffr % RWf % FT ^ 

TTrft t WtT RUT TWPTV % RffijT NT F T FIT # N%- 
?£TTT FVTT frro fwo W o I 2 78 fydfsp- 2 0 1953 if 

tfVv NFf fTTTftrPlR Ttfm TTrfl t, : — 

RTF it, 

(i) TfTfe ( 4) % *«TFT TV fffiPTfNf%?T Tplfe 

TFdT'TTfTTr T?T TT^fl, NFFT — 

“ ( 4) aft fto Tl° WFff, 4TT Uflrq- ^ ^ 
TT'pft fNfiTTT, 23 CUT/ 1, fRT 

TU, FT o sTTVo rrqvzf — wfl’JT, 
TNYrTT-5 3” 

(ii) Tfrfe (8) % FTFT TV fdTTf?lfNT fifafe 

TfTVTTfTR TlTnfr, NTfa : — 

" ( 8 ) ft fT'TTTT TFT, TpFiT TFT TtY, TT-NTT 
TtNTTTTT t^wtv” 

[To 1 2(6)/fi4-'ftontp 0 2 ] 

New Delhi, the 15th February 1972 

S.O, 748 — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-paragraph (1) of paragraph 22 of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds Scheme, 1952, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints the Regional Provident Fund 
Commissioner, Delhi as the Secretary of the Regional 
Committee foir the Union Territory of Delhi set up 
under the Notification of the Government of India In 
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the Ministry ot Labour and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 3450 dated the 
16th August, 1971, published in Part II, Section 3, 
Sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India dated the 18th 
September, 1971. 

[No, PF.II.10(3)/59. 1 
M MM, 15 TFUlfr, 197 2 

•Flo URo 7 4 8. — TRnTfT 'dfd^T Mtl MM, 1952 
% T7T 2 2 % TTFRf 2 eTRT STRT MfcM •PT wM TiRT 
ru+K rrjht srMM 'rMt Mii WTTtf, faMr 
vnrar % crrMa - is Mirr, 1971 «tt’t 2 , 
apiF 3 (ii) ir ottMi mm tor % «nr Me 
rMrt ( ? -Rr Me tMttc Mott ) M 

3450 crrMr 16 mrm, 1971 % hMcT RUM fM 

Mr 7T5 U- ot % f?nj srrefei Mrfer m eM fw tMt 

[jfo efto ITTo II — 1 0 ( 3)/ 5 9-] 

New Delhi , the 1 8th February 1972 

S.O. 749.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (3) of section 1 of the Employees’ State 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints the 27th day of February, 1972. 
as the date on which the provisions of Chapter IV 
(except sections 44 and 45 which havo already been 
brought into force) and Chapters V and VI (except 
sub-section (1) of section 76 and sections 77, 78, 79 and 
81 which have already been brought into force) of the 
said Act shall come into force in the following areas 
in the State of Mahurashtra, namely: — 

1. The Municipal limits of Ballarpur in Taluku 

and District Chandrapur; 

2. The Revenue Survey Nos. 28, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 

and 49 of Ballarpur in Tuluka and District 
Chandrapur; 

3. The Revenue Survey Nos. 305/LKH, 309 and 310 

of village Visapur In Taluka and District 
Chandrapur. 

TNo. F. S. 38013(2)/72-HI-l 
JDALJIT SINGII, Under Secy. 

M feM 18 1972 

•fto wt° 74 9. — mrrrd ttw Mtt MjMpt 
1948 ( 1 948 T>T 34) # ETRI 1 M 3’lsiKl (3) SRI 
JRtT MftM <FT 7RFT dim gv RUtR i^RaRI 

Timd 1 9 7 2 d rht£M Mr M mi mdur % if 
mtft % MMf uid Maldm 4 (siner 44 Mr 

4 5 % fiidTd M d^r fr sr^r M f) MesiwT 

5 Mr 6 (STRT 76dftmgRT ( l) Me ETRT 77, 78, 79 

Mr 8 1 % fMdRT dfr d^t mV m 

U gR I Tjm % MdfdrPld OTI ir ddR dt 

*M?r : — 

1. d i^d. Me fMr *r trtrtt dit ht <niPvH.i 

Mtto ; 

2. ’ddS'Jd dTvJTT Md fM H d'^dTRJd ^ TRm 

MtfTd RW 28, 44, 45 46, 47, 48, 

Me 49 . 


3. dlRT Md Mr if fddn^d RTR % dRdd 

Mot M*TT 305/Udfo %o fr^o 309 

iftd 310- 

[dtSdTdiTo tvffo 380 1 3/2/72-tnEfo ?Mo] 
dOTTd fdR, dldd MlT I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 3rd February 1972 

S.O. 750.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following awaid of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Bom- 
bay, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Messrs Therapeutics 
Chemical Research Corporation, Margao and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 28tli January, 1971. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL, NO. 2, BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-2/7 of 1971 

Employers in relation to the Management of Messrs. 
Therapeutics Chemical Research Corporation, Margao 

And 

Their Workmen 
Present ; 

Shri N. K. Vani, Presiding Officer, 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employer , — Shri Trifonie Jaques, Advocate. 

For the Workman .- — Shri S. D. Pawooskar, Advocate. 

Industry; Ports and Docks State: Goa, Daman Diu 
Bombay, dated the 12 th Januaiy, 1972. 

AWARD 

By order No. L-36011/1/71-P&D dated 28th October, 
19/i Inc Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Em- 
ployment) in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) ot Section 19 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) referred to 
this Tribunal for adjudication an industrial dispute 
existing between the employers in relation to the 
management of Messrs Therapeutics Chemical Re- 
search Corporation, Margao and their workman in 
icspect of the matteis specified in the Schedule as 
mentioned below: — 

’’SCHEDUI.E 

Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Therapeutics Chemical Research Corporation, Margao 
in terminating the services of their workman Shri 
Sheikh Mohideen, Assistant Sampler, with effect from 
23rd February, 1970, is justified? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled?" 

2. On receipt of this reference notices were issued 
to the parties concerned. In pursuance of this, both 
the parties have submitted their written statement 
after obtaining adjournment. 

3. On 4th December, 1971, the Manager on behalf of 
Messrs Therapeutics Chemical Research Corporation, 
Margao (hereinafter referred to as ‘Corporation’) has 
filed its written statement at Ex. 1/E. 

4. According to the Corporation : 

(i) The employee in the matter was working from 
1967 to 1970, February, in the Corporation. 
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(ii) The employee in question throughout his 
penou or service was very irregular in his 
uuties and therefore several oral warnings 
were given to the employee. 

(iii) On 21st February, 1970 the employee was 
asked to proceed to Sanvordem, the place 
where the samples were to be examined and 
crushing was to be carried out. But the em- 
ployee without giving any reason refused to 
proceed to the place and thereby he was asked 
to report at Margao Office the very next day, 
but again he failed to do so. 

(iv) The employee knew fully well that there were 
no spare samplers and in spite of bringing this 
fact to his notice he deliberately and abusively 
disobeyed the orders given to him, thus caus- 
ing loss and inconveniences to the Corporation, 

(v) The employee had also taken a seal from the 
office and kept it in his custody, without giving 
an explanation. When he was asked to pro- 
duce tne seal he failed to do so and gave some 
lame excuses. In doing this he put the mana- 
gement into hardships. 

(vi) In the above mentioned circumstances, the 
management was left with no alternative but 
to terminate his services. 

6. The employee, Shri Sheik Mohideen has filed his 
written statement at Ex, 2/W. 

6. According to him : — 

(i) The Officer-in-Charge of the Vasco-da-Gama 
office of the Corporation directed him on 22nd 
February, 1970 (correct date should be 21st 
February, 1970), to go to Sanvordem and Betul 
for attending to Shipment crusher work and 
offered him a sum of Rs. 10 to meet his travel- 
ling and daily expenses. He represented to 
the said officer that the sum of Rs. 10 would 
be quite inadequate and it would not be 
possible for him to go to Sanvordem and Betul 
with a mere sum of Rs. 10. It was further 
represented to him that he would have to re- 
main for some days in those places to attend 
to the said work. He did not refuse to go to 
the places as directed by the Vasco-da-gama- 
m-cnarge. On the contrary, he requested to 
pay him adequate advance for travelling 
allowance. 


(v) He protested against his illegal and arbitrary 
dismissal from service and raised an industrial 
dispute before the Asstt. Labour Commissioner 
(C), Vasco-da-Gama. Ultimately this dispute 
was referred to this Tribunal by the Govern- 
ment. His termination of services by the 
management be held illegal and he be reinstated 
with continuity of service and full back wages. 

7. Oil the date of hearing Shri Sheikh Mohideen has 
given evidence at Ex, 3 / W and produced the dismissal 
letter dated 23rd February, 1970 at Ex. 4/W. 

8. Shri A. D. Patel, Manager of the Corporation has 

given evidence on behalf of the corporation at Ex. 6/E 
and Shri P. A. Lothkar has been examined as an 
additional witness on behalf of the corporation Ex. 
11 /E. 5 documents have been produced on behalf of 

the Corporation. They are Exhibits 5/E, 7/E to 10/fi- 

9. From the pleadings and arguments advanced be- 
fore me^the following points arise for decision in this 
reference. 

(i) Whether the Corporation can be allowed to 
raise the dispute regarding jurisdiction raised 
for the first time at the time of arguments? 

(ii) Whether the action of the Corporation in ter- 
minating the services of Shri Sheikh Mohideen 
Asstt. Sampler with effect from 23rd February, 
1970 is Justified? 

(iii) To what relief is the workman entitled? 

(iv) What order? 

10. My findings are as follows : — 

(i) No. 

(ii) No. 

(iii) The employee is entitled to reinstatement in 
Service with immediate effect with continuity 

of service and full back wages. 

(iv) As per order. 

Reasons 

Point Not I. 

11. The learned Advocate Shri T. G. Jaques appear- 
ing on behalf of the Corporation contends for the first 
time at the time of arguments that there Is no indus- 
trial dispute in this case because the employee did not 
raise the dispute with the management first and that 
on account of this, this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
entertain this reference. 


(ii) The management on the next day by its letter 
dated 23rd February, 1970 abruptly and illegal- 
ly terminated his service on the ground of 
misconduct alleged to have been committed by 
him in refusing to go to Sanvordem and 
Betual as directed by the Vasco da Gama-in- 
Charge. 

(ill) The management resorted to illegal and 
arbitrary termination of his services depriving 
him of his means of livelihood. He has re- 
mained unemployed and is depending on the 
meagre earnings of his brother. 


12. It is intersting to note that in the written state- 
ment filed by the Corporation on 4th December, 1971 
at Ex. E/E, it has not taken a specific stand that the 
employee had not made the demand regarding his re- 
instatement with continuity of service and back wages 
challenging his termination of service on the manage- 
ment in the first instant and that on account of this 
there is no industrial dispute in this case and that this 
Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the reference. 
Even on the date of hearing of the reference the Cor- 
porate has not given any application for amending the 
written statement for allowing it to take this conten- 
tion. 


(iv) He was not informed either in writing or 
orally of the alleged misconduct. He wa3 not 
given any opportunity to explain the circums- 
tances alleged against him, No domestic en- 
quiry was held against him for Investigating 
the alleged misconduct in accordance with 
the rules of natural justice. The management 
adopted an arbitrary procedure in terminating 
his services abruptly. This abrupt termination 
of his services is in flagrant violation of 
principles of natural justice. He has been 
deliberately deprived of a fair opportunity to 
make his defence which in all fairness he was 
entitled to. The management did not act in 
good faith. Its action is malaflde. 


13. The employee Shri Mohideen Ex. 3/W gave his 
evidence on 6th January, 1972 before me at Panaji. 
On that day his cross-examination was adjourned till 
6th January, 1972. The learned advocate cross- 
exammed this employee in detail on 6th January, 1972. 

if an T Question to the employee as to 

whether alter his termination of service by the Cor- 
poration with effect from 23rd February, 1970 he had 
made any representation to the management making 
grievances about termination of his services and for 
reinstating him in service before going to the Con- 
ciliation Officer. The Manager Shri A. D. Patel of the 
Corporation gave his evidence on the same dav. He 
has nowhere said in his evidence that the employee 
had not made any representation to the management 
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regarding termination of service [before raising the dis- 
pute before the conciliation officer, it is only for the 
first time at the time of arguing the case, the learned 
advocate Shri Jaques for the corporation raised the 
objection regardnig jurisdiction of this Tribunal. As 
his objection regarding jurisdiction of this Tribunal 
raised for the first time at the time of argument involv- 
es the mixed question of fact and law, it cannot be 
allowed to be raised at this stage. 1, therefore, disal- 
low this objection and record my finding on this point 
as mentioned above. 

Point No. ii. 

14. The employee Shri Mohideen s services were ter- 
minated with effect from 23rd February, 1970 by the 
Manager Shri A. D. Patel by his letter No. TCRC/128/ 
450 dated 23rd Feoruary, 1970, produced at Ex. 4/W. 
This letter is as follows: — 

‘luEe Shaik Mohidin, 

Vasco-de-Gama, 

Goa. 

Dear Sir, 

We nave been informed by our' Vasco-in-charge, 
that you refused to proceed to Sanvordem and 
Betul for attending to the shipment crushing work 

Under these circumstances, we regret to inform you 
that we are left with no alternative but to ter- 
minate your services with immediate effect. 

You may come to Margao Office and clear your 
accounts.” 

* 1 

15. Shri A. D. Patel, Manager of the Corporation Ex. 
6/E passed the above mentioned order on the receipt 
of report dated 21st February, 1970, Ex. 10/E from 
the Vasco-de-Gama office of the Corporation. That 
report is as follows: — 

“The Mhnager, 

TCR Corporation, 

' Margao, 

Dear Sir, 

State you that Mr. Sundereswaran given two 
Steamers s/s. ‘ANEMONE’ and s/s ‘SEVERO 
DONESK’ and also given two letter with Mr. 
Antionio about the steamers and he told to phone 
you today night about 9 to 10 O’clock. He is try- 
ing to give one more steamer, therefore without 
fail you please phone today night. You send the 
word with Mr. Antionio to send Mr. D. R. Dabolkar 
to Betul but he is working for day shift for s/s 
^HOKOMARU’ and for night shift Mr. A. D’Mello. 
Today 1 have sent Mr. S. Belgaonkar to Khajan 
for shipment of s/s ‘WORLD NOMAD’ and Mr. 
A. H. Naik is sent at Durbhat for the shipment of 
s/s ‘WORLD NOMAD’, Today I have told Mr. 
Shaikh Mohidin to go to Sanvardem on crushing 
work but he refused to go. Then I have told him 
that if you are not going then you may report at 
Margao office on 23rd Morning. I have got no 
spare samplers except Mr. Rajesh Kumar and he 
is also attending the sampling of D/wagon from 
baslu, Londa, Hariliar etc. at VSG plot. Mr. 
Meeinkar also have not come upto today. 


16. On the admission of Shri Patel, Ex. 6/E, he did 
not call for any explanation fiom Snn Snaush Mohi- 
deen after the receipt of the report Ex. iO/E dated 
21st February, 197.0 from Shri Dabolkar. He did not 
trame any chargesheet on the basis of this report and 
send it to the employee concerned. He did not fix 
any date of enquiry, intimating the same to the em- 
ployee m question in writing. Without hearing him 
and giving him opportunity to submit his say, he 
straightaway passed the dismissal order m consultation 
with Shri Dabolkar. 

17. There can be therefore no doubt that in this 
case tne employees services were terminated without 
holding any enquiry and following the principles oi 
natural justice. Hence the termination 01 services of 
Shri Sheikh Mohideen by the Corporation is not legal 
and justified. 


18. The learned advocate Shii Jaques for the cor- 
poration contends that when /there is no enquiry, it 
is ior this Tribunal to decide tne case on merit, on. 
evidence before it. The learned Advocate Shri 
ra wooskar concedes that the employee’s case can be 
considered on evidence and material before this 
Tribunal. Hence this Tribunal has to find out whe- 
ther the termination of services of the employee on 
evidence on record is justified. 


19 From the termination order Ex. 4/W, it is clear 
that the corporation terminated the services of the 
employee because he refused to proceed to Sanvardem 
and. Batul for attending to the shipment crushing 
work : s however trying to make 

out a • ; 1 ■<.'<» . >■!, l ii.i the employees services 
were ■ .'•• ><■' ■ grounds viz. ( 1 ) Through- 
out ti • 1 . 01 . ' , . of the employee he was very 

irregular m attending his duties. Several oral Warnings 
were given to him in this respect, (ii) Refused to 
proceed to Sanvordem and Betul for carrying out 
corporation’s work, (iii) Failure to return the seal of 

t.hp P.nrnnration. 


20. As regards the non-return of the seal by the 
employee the employee Shri Mohideen Ex. 3/W says 
as follows: — 


“It is not true that I have taken a seal from the 
office and kept in my custody. It is not true that 
I had kept the seal and that I refused to return 
it when asked to do so. 


The seal used to be given to us for carrying out 
the work of crushing. After the crushing work 
used to be over, the seal used to be returned .to 
the office alongwith report. 


The Corporation was saying that one seal from 
the office was missing. In the first place the 
Corporation was saying that seal was taken away 
by Shri Nagaukar who had resigned his post. 
When my services were terminated, the corpora- 
tion began to say that the same seal was taken 
away by me. I informed the company in writing 
that there was no seal with me.” 


21. The Corporation has produced a writing given 
by Shri Sheikh Mohideen on 9th July 1971 at Ex. 
5iE. It is as follows: — 


This is for your information. Mr. Nagvenkar 
told me today that settle his account upto 28th 
February and we have also not given any letter of 
this respect, otherwise he will demand this month 
salary also. Therefore if you do not want then 
send his terminate order from 23rd February’ and 
handover to Mr. Sha kh Hussan otherwise you 
would have to give him full month salary and 
also one month notice pay. 

This is for your kind information and necessary 

action. 


Thanking you, 


Sd/- 

Your faithfully, 

For T.C.R. Corporation, Vasco.” 


“The Manager, 

T.C.R. Corpn., 

Margao, 

Sir, 

This is to inform you that I have already 
banded over company seal to Shri A. R. Dabhol- 
kar (mcharge) on 19th February, 1970. ' 

Thanking you,” 

22. From the evidence of the employee and his writ- 
ing Ex. 5/E I find that the employee had returned 
rhg seal on 19th February, 1970. There could not 
have been anv question of taking away a seal with 
him on 21st February, 1970 because he had not gone 
to' Sanvardem' and Betul for doing crushing work. 
If this employee would have taken a seal with him 
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and not returned the same to Shri Dabholkar imme- 
diately, Shri Dabholkar would have made immediate 
repoit to the Head Office that this employee had 
failed to return the .seal. No such report from Shri 
Dabholkar in respect of seal having been taken away 
by Shri Sheikh Mohideen and not returned by him is 
on record. 

23. Admittedly Shri A. D. Pad is the Manager at 
the Head Office of the Corporation for the last 10 
years. He was not sitting at Vasco-da-Gama office. 
It is Shri Dabholkar who was in charge at Vasco-da- 
Gaaia office. Shri Patel cannot have personal know- 
ledge about the seal. There is no one from the Vasco- 
da-Gama office who has been examined and who says 
that the employee Shri Sheikh Mohideen had taken 
away the seal on 21st February, 1970 or thereabout. 
In the absence of such evidence and in view of the 
fact that this particular accusation was not referred 
while making the report to the Corporation’s head 
office on 21st February, 1970 by Shri Dabholkar, it is 
to be inferred that tl is accusation about non-return 
of the seal by the employee cannot be held establish- 
ed on evidence before me. 

24. As regards irregular attendance of the employee 
during his period of service in the Corporation, the 
Corporation relies on documents Exhibits 7/E to 9/E. 

25. Ex. 7/E is as follows: — 

7th January, 1970. 

"To 

T.C.R, Corporation, 

Vasco (Office). 

Dear Sir, 

I have to bring to your kind attention that 
Mr. Shaikh Mohidm is not coming on duty since 
4th inst. till now. He has not either informed 
me nor sent any note to the office, when there is 
heavy work he used to continue the same as above 
mentioned, so please Investigate through this 
matter and do the needful. 

Thanking you 

Yours faithfully, 

Sd /- 

For T C.R, Corporation.’’ 

26. What the above mentioned Exhibit says is that 
Shri Mohidin was not attending the office since 4th 
instant. It does not speak about his irregular atten- 
dance but it speaks about his absence from duty with- 
out permission. TI 113 document does not therefore sup- 
port the allegation that he was irregular in attending 
duties. 

27. Ex. 8/E is as follows: — 

18th June, 1969. 

"To 

M/s. T.C.R. Corporation, 

Vasco-da-Gama. 

Mr. Shaikh Mohidin, 

I bring to your kind notice that yesterday I 
have entered in peon book six samples and two 
letters to deliver to M.M.T.C, but you have clearly 
refused to take it with the book. And you have 
not gone to deliver the same. 

Your written explanation should be required 
within 48 hours receipt of this letter failing which 
ex-parta will be taken according to the com- 
pany’s rules and regulations. 

Yours faithfully, 
for T.C.R. Corporation, 

28. What the above mentioned documents men- 
tion is that the employee refused to take peon book 
and deliver six samples and two letters to a particular 
party. It was not speak about his irregular atten- 
dance. 


29. Ex, 9/E is as follows: — 

18th June, i960. 
"To 

M/s. T.C R. Corporation. 

Vasco-da-Gama, 

Mr. Shaikh Mohidm, 

I bring to your kind notice that according to 
the Manager Instruction you should report for 
duty from 08.00 to 12 00 hrs. and 13 00 to 17 00 
hrs, which please note. 

Yours faithfully, 

For T.C.R. Corporation 
Sd/-” 

30. By this document manager’s instructions tpwere 
conveyed to the employee asking him to report for 
duty from 08.00 hours to 12.00 hours and 13.00 hours 
to 17.00 hours. It may be that duty hours might have 
been changed. But it no where mentions that the 
employee was irregular in attending duties and that 
he should attend regularly. 

31. Admittedly Shri Patel has no personal know- 
ledge about the attendance of the employee in Vasco- 
da-Gama office. There is no person from the Vasco- 
da-Gama office who has come before this Tribunal to 
say that this employee was attending office irregular- 
ly. On the other hand, the employee Shri Mohideen 
states on oath in his evidence Ex. 3/W that he was 
attending the duties regularly and that he was not 
given oral warnings during the period of his service 
with the corporation for being irregular in attending 
work. I see no reason to disbelieve him. He has 
impressed me as a witness of truth. I am satisfied 
from his evidence that he was attending his duties 
regularly. Hence the accusation against him that he 
was irregular In attendance during his service with 
the Corporation cannot be said to have been estab- 
lished. 

32. As regards the employee’s refusal to go to 
Sanvardem and Betul on 21st February, 1970, his ease 
is that he did not go tq Sanvardem and Betul on 
that day for carrying out the work because the ad- 
vance of Rs. 10/- given to him was quite Inadequate 
and insufficient. There seems to be much justification 
in what he is saying, 

33. Shri Sheikh Mohideen in his evidence says -that 
the distance between Harbour and Sanvardem TV0O 
Kms, the distance between Sanvardem to Betual ns 
about 30 Kms. and Betul to Harbour about 55 Kms. 
His evidence also shows that he has to spend Rs. 2.50 
per meal and additional amount for tea. 

34. On the admission of the Manager Ex. 0/E the 
Taxi fare from Vasco to Sanvardem is about Rs. 4 
to 5 that there is no train for Betul, and that one 
has to go to Betul either by Taxi or bus. Consider- 
ing the admission given by the Manager and the evi- 
dence of the employee before me I find that it would 
not have been possible for the employee to go to 
Sanvardem and Betul for work and return to his 
place with Rs. 10/-. 

35. Attempt is made on behalf of the Corporation 
to show that if the advance was insufficient, he could 
have taken the advance from the Head Office or from 
the place of work and that the parties at Betul were 
giving meals to the workers and that on account of 
this there w r as no reason for the employee to refuse 
to go to this places. Shri Mohideen says in his evi- 
dence that the Head office does not give money. Apart 
from the fact whether the head office or the branch 1 
office of the corporation as the place of work would 
have given addition amount, or not the fact remains 
that amount of Rs. 10/- offered to be given to the 
employee lor gains to Sanvardem and Betul for 
carrying out the work and return to Vasco-da-Gama 
was not sufficient. I am therefore of the view that 
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there was justification for the employee to refuse to 
go to Sanvardem and Betui on that day. 

36. The Corporation alleges that as the employee 
refused to go to Sanvardem and Betui on 21st Feb- 
ruary, 1970, he was asked to report at Margao office 
on the next day but he failed to report. Shri Sheikh 
Mohideen Ex, 3/W however says that he was not ask- 
ed to report at Margao on the next day. He remain- 
ed at Vasco-de-Gama office on 22nd February, 1970 
and on 23rd February, 1970 he was given termination 
notice In the Vasco-de-Gama office- 

37. In the report Ex. 10/E dated 21st February, 1970 
made by Shri Dabholkar to the Manager of the 
Corporation it is mentioned that Shri Mohideen was 
asked to report on 23rd February, 1970. In view of 
t hjg report the Corporation’s allegations before me 
tHW'he was asked to report on the second day i.e. 
22nd February. 1970 cannot be believed. It was not 
possible for this employee to report at Margao on 
23rd February, 1970 because on that day he was serv- 
ed with the termination order in Vasco-de-Gama 
office. In view of this I am unable to accept the 
Corporation’s charge that the employee failed to re- 
port at Margao office on 22nd February, 1970 and dis- 
obeyed the orders of his superior. 

38. In short it will be clear that all the 3 allega- 
tions made by the Corporation against the employee 
and sought to be proved on evidence and material be- 

me are not proved. It cannot be therefore said 
that the termination of services of the employee on 
the ground of his disobedience of the orders of his 
superior was in any way justified. Hence my finding 
on point No. ii is as above. 


Pcfint No. Hi. 

39. As the termination of the services of the em- 
Shn Sheikh Mohideen is not justified, he is 
effect t0 remstaternent in service with immediate 

o /tu Sheikh Mohideen’s written statement Ex. 

2 /W is celarly shows that he has remained unemploy- 
?vL S1 n Ce the date o f termination of his services by 
thf. w P ° r T at + n n - , The Corporation has not denied 
this fact. I therefore accept the same. 

41. As Shri Sheikh Mohideen remained unemployed 
?Vi rm i. natlon of hi8 services till the 
tuf e L ful i * ack wa ® es from the date of ter- 
ffunation tin the date of his reinstatement. 

111 ^' A s ?hri , Sheikh Mohideen’s termination was 

of B ervice d J? e ii s +S ls t° entltled to continuity 

is entitled f hold ^at Shri Sheikh Mohideen 

iia, reinstatement in service with immediate 

S service and back wages 

dnl nf h hk e ° t termination of his services till the 

Stott «.ta™! ament ' Ht “ « th ls 

Point No. iv 


43. In the end I pass the following order: — 


Order 

(1) It is hereby declared that the action of tli 
°r Messrs - Therapeutics Chemi 
natin R ff tbto Lh , Corporation, Margao in term! 
Sheikh S i f vices .?, f thc i r workman, Shr 
ma v i& deen ; with effect from 23r c Feb 
titled’ illstlfied and that he is en 
with ™ , r , einsta tcment with immediate effec 
wages 7 01 service « nd Ml bad 


(ii) The Corporation Is directed to reinstate the 
ernloyee Shri Sheikh Mofaideen In his 
original post with immediate effect with 
continuity of service and full bgek wages. 


(iii) Award is made accordingly. 

(iv) Parties to bear their own costs. 


Sd/- 

(Sd.) N. K Vani, 

Presiding Officer, 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
No. 2, Bombay. 

[No. L-30011/1 /71-P&D.] 
New Delhi, the 11th February 1972 

S.O. 751. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947) the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Industrial Tribunal, Madras, In the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Messrs M. Sheriff and Sons, Madras and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the. 29th January, 1971. 

BEFORE THIRU K. SEETHARAMA RAO, B.A., BL„ 

PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 

MADRAS 

(Constituted by the Central Government) 
Tuesday , the 21st day of December, 1971. 
Industrial Dispute No. 48 or 1971, 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
section 10(2) of the Industrial Disputes A’ct. 1947 
between the workmen and the Management of 
M/s. M. Sheriff and Sons, Madras.) 

Bbtwebn 

The General Secretary, State Labour Union, Room 
No. 8, 220/221, Wall Tax Road, Madras-3. 

And 

M/s. Sheriff and Sons, 34, Second Line Branch 
Beach, Madras-1. 

Reference ; 

Order No. L33011/5/71-P&D dated 17th July, 1971 
of the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation, 
Department of Labour & Employment, Govern- 
ment of India, New Delhi, 

This dispute coming on for final hearing on Thursday 
the 2nd day of December, 1971, upon perusing the 
reference, claim and counter statements and all other 
material papers on record and upon hearing the argu- 
ments of Thlra V. C. Ramaswamy, Secretary of the 
Union and of Thiru R, Gopalan, advocate appearing for 
the Management and having stood over till this day 
for consideration, this Tribunal made the following. 

AWARD 

The issue for consideration is what is set out by the 
Government of India, as follows, in its order dated 
17th July, 1971 : — 

“Whether the termination of the services of Shri 
Hussainy Basha, Shipping Clerk of Messrs. 
Sheriff and Sons, 34, Second Line? Beach, 
Madras-1, with effect from the 2nd January, 
1971, was justified? If not, to what relief is 
he entitled?" 

(2) Worker Hussainy Basha rontended that he was 
the Shipping Clerk from 1958 In Messrs. M. Sheriff and 
Sons. He was discharged from 4th January, 1971 from 
service. His last salary paid was R«. 140/- per month. 
His services were illegally terminated, 

(3) The Management contended, that the claimant, 
out of his own free will, had resigned his job. He 
wrote the letter resigning his job on 2nd January, 
1971. 

(4) The issue for consideration is about the mode of 
termination, that is, if the worker resigned out of his 
own free will. and. on that account, his services got 
terminated, surely, he is not entitled to any relief. On 
the contrary, if he did not resign, and yet his services 
were terminated, he Is definitely entitled to re-ln state* 
ment and back wages. 
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(5) The worker, who is W.W.l, denied that he ever 
wrote the letter in Ex. M-l. He denied that the signa- 
ture in Ex. M-l (a) was his signature. He would say 
that his name is not spelt correctly in Ex. M-l (a). On 
4th January, 1971, he had seen the Manager-Director- 
in-charge who was M.W.l, who told him that M.W.l, 
had no work to give to W.W.l, and that way, it is, that 
services of W.W.l were terminated. 

(6) The learned counsel for the Management wanted 
me to compare the writing in Ex. M-2 and Ex. M-3 
with the writing in Ex. M-l, and the signature in 
Ex. M-l (a) (W.W.l admitted that Ex. M-2 and Ex. 
M-3 had been written up by him). 

(7) The learned counsel for the management also 
wanted me to compare Ex. M-l (a) signature with the 
admitted signatures of W.W.l in Ex. M-8(a) to Ex. 
M-8(l) (W.W.l admited that the siynatures in Ex. 
M-8(a) to Ex. M-8(l) were his sibnatures). 

(8) I have carefully compared the two sets of signa- 
tures referred to in the previous paragraph, and I have 
no doubt, in my mind, that Ex. M-l (a) is the genuine 
signature of W.W.l. 


I agree that it is not written in Ex. M-l that the resip-Y 
nation letter was accepted, but the definite evidence of 
M.W.l is that the resignation letter in Ex M-l was 
accepted. The clerical error in Ex. M-4fa), the copy, 
in not typing the date 2nd January, 1971 is not mate- 
rial. I find that the worker was continuously absent 
from duty from 28th December, 1970, and that he 
actually resigned his post, out of his own free will, by 
signing the letter in Ex. M-l. I find that the above 
resignation was accepted, and that being so, the award 
is passed that the worker is not entitled to any relief. 

Dated, this 21st day of December, 1971. 

(Sd.) K. Seetharama Rao, 
Industrial Tribunal- 

Witnesses Examined 

For Workmen. 

W-W.i — Thiru HussaniBasha' 

For Management : 

M. W. i — Thiru Sheriff Dyan, Partner. 

Documents Marked 


t9) W-W.1 deposed that there were some difference 
in signatures. He would say that the only difference 
in signatures was that letters were separate in the 
signatures in Ex. M-8(a) to Ex. M-8(l), while letters 
were clubbed up in Ex. M-l (a) signature. The letter 
‘u’, he would say, is differently written in Ex. M-l (a) 
when compared with that letter found written in 
Ex. M-2 and Ex. M-3. In my view, really there is no 
difference in signatures, and I find that actually, 
Ex. M-l(a) is the genuine signature of W.W.l. 

(10) Apart from comparison of signatures, that I 
have made, in my view, the evidence of W.W-1 proves 
that he did resign his post. He admitted that his 
address was correctly set out in Ex. M-l. He never told 
any co-worker, that he was stopped from work or that 
he was sent away. W.W.l admitted that the manage- 
ment had no motive or reason to send him away, as 
W.W.l had no differences, whatever with the Manage- 
ment at any time. The above evidence should indicate 
that, on the face of it, M.W.l had no motive or reason 
to terminate services of W.W.l or to trump up any 
false resignation letter. 

(11) W.W.l further admitted that, though he was 
denied work from 4th January, 1971, he reported to 
his union only on 20th January. 1971, and never earlier. 
Under his instructions given to the Union Secretary, 
the letter in Ex. W-l was prepared. Now Ex. W-l reads 
that dues were not paid in full to W.W.l and that, 
either dues were to be paid in full or. in the alternative, 
the worker had to be re-instated in service. In other 
words, on that date the letter in Ex. W-l was issued, 
the worker was satisfied if wages and du«s were paid, 
and not that he was insisting that the job was to be 
given back to him, which conduct does indicate that 
the worker was not very much interested, then, in 
his job, as such. I agree that there were some delay 
to reply to the letter in Ex. W-l, as is correctly written 
in Ex. W-2 letter. It is only in Ex. W-2 dated 15th 
February, 1971. that the demand, pure and simple, was 
made for reinstatement as such, that is no alternative 
demand is put forward aT all in Ex. W-2 letter. The 
conciliation proceedings in Ex. W-3 are not very rele- 
vant. One finds that the issue about bonus was falsely 
raised in Ex. W-l. and, also, as before the conciliation 
officer. The fact is that bonus due had already been 
paid to this worker, during the month of Ramzan, as 
is truely spoken to by M.W.l. 

(12) M.W.l proved that this worker was absent from 
duty after 28th December, 1970, that is. on 29th 
December, 1970 and on 30th December, 1970, and on 
31st December, 1970, the worker va= absent ' He was 
again absent on 2nd January, 1971. Now 3rd January, 
1971, was a Sunday. The worker was paid his salary 
on 31st December. 1971. M.W.l deposed that the 
entire writing in Ex. M-l was the writing of W.W.l, 


For Workmen : 
W-l/25-1-71 

W-2/rs-2-7i 


W-3/2-6-71 

W-4/23-2-71 

For Management : 
M-l/2-1-71 

M-i (a)— , 

M-2 / 9-6-70 
M-3/9-6-70 
M-4./2-3-71 

M-4(a )/— 
M-5/15-5-71 

M - 61 - 
M-7 /- 
M-8 /- 
M-8(a) . 

M-8(b) . 

M-8(c) 

M-8 (d) . 

M-8(e) 

M-8 (f ) . 
M-8(g) . 

M-8(h) 

M-8(j) 

M-8(k) 

M-8(l) 


Letter from the union to the management 
about W.W.l. 

Letter from the Union to the Regional 
Commissioner for Labour (Central), 
Madras requesting to direct the Manage- 
ment to take back W.W. 1 in service with 
full back' wages. 

Conciliation failure report 

Conciliation notice issued to the parties by 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), 
Madras- 1. 


Resignation letter by W.W. 1 to the Manage- 
ment. 

Signature of W.W. 1 in Ex. M-i. 

Debit slip for Rs. 1180-94 signed by W.W. 1 .- 

Debit slip for Rs. 4-75 signed by W.W.l. 

Letter from the Management to the Union, 
about W. W. 1 Reply to Ex. W-i. 

Copy of Ex. M-i. 

Letter by the Management to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (C) Madras jhcard- 
ing termination of services'of W. W. 

Attendance Register for the month- of Decem- 
ber, 1970 (relevant page) 

Attendance Register for the month of Jan- 
uary 1971. (relevant page ) 

Signature of W. W. 1 in the Pay Register for 
having received salary for December, 1970. 

Signature of W.W. 1 in the Pay Register for 
having received salary for November, 1970. 

Signature of W.W. 1 in the Pay Register for 
having received salary for October, 1970. 


Do. 

Do. 

for September,i970 

Do. 

Do. 

for August,i970. 

Do. 

Do. 

for July, 1970. , 

Do 

Do. 

for June, 1970. 

Do. 

Do. 

for May, 1970. 

Do. 

Do. 

fo April, 1970. 

Do. 

Do. 

for.'March, 1970. 

Do. 

Do. 

for February, 1970. 

Do. 

Do, 

for January, 1970. 


(Sd.) K. SeeiharAma Rao, 


Industrial Tribunal. 


Note : The parties are directed to take return’of their docu- 
ment/documents within six months from the date of 
the award. 


[No. L-33011/5/71-P&D.] 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1 1th February 1972 

S.O. 752. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
F. C. R. Machado and Sons. Stevedores Vasco-da-Gama 
(Goal and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudica- 
tion to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
No. 2, Bombay, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the management of Messrs F. C. R. 
Machado and Sons, Stevedores, Vasco-da-Gama 
is justified in not implementinv the recom- 
mendations of Central Wage Board for Port 
and Dock Workers in respect of Shovel Keepers 
as accepted in resolution No. WB-21(7)/69, 
dated 28th March. 1970 of the Government of 
India with effect from the 1st January, 1969? 

If not, to what relief are the workmen entitled? 

[No. L. 3601 1/5/ 71-P&D.] 

O. P. TALWAR, Dy. Secy. 

(«m srk t tt fawn) 

5TT^r 

rff ftvftt, 11 WR-ft, 1972 

spto 5t*To 7 5 2. — Td: ITWTt: 3ft TFT | % 

ft fafaftss fawff % Sift ft ft W 

ITTfjo ftfo fiTRo bdTft CfR ReW-sW, q'lPt'l-^-^TTRT 

(nftr ) % tpfst ft ftft dwrft % vfa 

q/T ftbTrftA? ftaR fftsPTR | ; 

TcH %rgfa TOR 'TAcT fd’fl 7 nft BTRfft'JR'T 
% fftft fa?fsFT TTdT nTORFT TTBlftt | ; 

5Tfr:, m, sftertfftf? faTR IjfsrfftwT, 1947, ( 1947 

tt 14) 3 ft rttt 10 Aft b-wtt (1) % (n ) stct 

5Rri iTfafaT tt srftftr Arfa |tr, tratt: o.d'^r<T 

BNA ft ATT A?T VAT ITfsrfft^R Aft cTRT 7-A? % STsfftT nfef 
ARTA *RA?R ftftnftA? (fto 2) ARl Aft RR- 

fauRA % f%TR fafftm ARft | I 

AW ftffft WRo ftft ATRo RART ITR RTR, fftiRfft, 

WRft-SHITAT, (ftlW) % TAW spr RET 3ffa 3TA> 

dh AT ft A? ARET ftft Aft fftlHot Aft ft<1 ATglft 

% ftP7 ftRT ft? STRA TOT % RAwA rfo ftt-2 l/69 

28 RTft, 1970ftTftft?cTftlj[ffTr A^vft WTAft, 


1969 ft ATET TTnT, fanftftET W ? qft oft, ft #f?R 
ft?7T AETcfft AT j|ARR | ? 

[w fET— 3601 1/5/7 !— ft o FIR fto] 

ft° fro AW?, BN dfftA i 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, tre 3th February 1972 

S.O. 753.~In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur in 
the industrial disnute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Newton Chicklv Colliery of 
Messrs Newton Chickly Collieries Limited, Post Office 
Parasia, District Chhindwara (Madhya Pradesh), and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 5th February, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT JABALPUR 

Dated December 4, 1971 

Present; 

Shri M. Chandra, Presiding Officer. 

Case Ref. No. CGIT/LC (R) (28) of 1971. 

Parties; 

Employers in relation to th° management cf Newton 
Chickly Colliery of Messrs Newton Chickly Collieries 
Limited, Post Office Pa.asia, Distr-'ct Chhindwara (M.P.) 
and their workmen renres Q Htoa by M P. Rashtriya 
Koyala Kamgar Sangh, P.O. Chandame + ta, Distt. 
Chhindwara (M.P.). 

Appearances; 

For the employers — Sh”i S. B Katiar, Personnel 
Officer. 

For the workmen — Shri V. N. Dutta. General Secre- 
tary, M. P. Rashtriya Koyala Ktudan Mazdoor Ssngh. 
Industry: Coal Mine District: Chhindwara fM.P.) 
ORDr r> /AWARD 

The Central Government, by its order No. L/22011/ 
9/71-LRII-(i) dated 8th October, 1971, referred under 
Sec. 10 of the Industrial Disputes the following 
dispute as given in the Schedule to the order of refer- 
ence: — 

Schedule 

1. “Whether the management of Newton Chickly 

Colliery bNongine to Newton Chi’dv Collieries 
Limited Post Office Parasia, District Chhind- 
wara (Madhya Pradesh) i; justified in paying 
bonus at the rate of 4 uer card culv for the 
accounting veer l n 70 ? If not at v'hat higher 
percentage the workmen are entitled to Bonus? 

2. Whether the demand of the wo” v men Sarvashri 

Mohan Singh. Remu, E;i~ha, Kunden Sukh- 
Ram Manoh^r Balram. Kishoro and Madho 
Should be paid rnees of motor d”ivers as 
recommended bv the Wane Board of Coal, 
Mining Industry is iustified and : f so to what 
relief these nine -workmen pm entitled 7 ” 

Even before the reference ™as receive 1 by this 
Tribunal the parties had made an anpliraBon dated 
12th October, 1971 that an setNement in 

resnect of the demands submitted bv the workmen had 
been reached b°tw"en + bp oartles Thp settlement is 
anr.exure A to this order Tie sotti°ment has been 
verified by Sri S B. Ks'bi m, u 0 ij n if of the manage- 
ment and bv Sri V N n “'•■a rn beh-df of the M. P, 
Rashtriya Koyalo Kbadan Mazdoor Sangh. 
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The settlement was arrived at before the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner at ChhLndwara and is dated 8th 
October, 1971. The order of reference is also of the 
same date. It is clear then that the management and 
the workmen were not aware at that time that a re- 
ference was being made by the Government of India 
to this Tribunal on the same date. 

The settlement before the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner covers a number of demands of the workmen. 
Only Demand No. 2 and Demand No. 6A are relevant 
to the present industrial dispute. As is clear from the 
settlement and as is stated by the parties before the 
Tribunal. no dispute exists between the par- 
ties. The settlement itself as already mentioned 
had arrived at before they were aware of this 
reference. They consequently request for permission 
to withdraw the dispute from this Tribunal. 

Since no dispute exists between the parties In view 
of the settlement annexure A there is no point in pro- 
ceeding further with the reference. Parties are there- 
fore permitted to withdraw from the dispute. I make 
an order accordingly. Let this Order /Award be sent 
to the Central Government, In the circumstances of 
the case parties will bear their own costs. 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 
Presiding Officer. 

4-12-1971. 

Annexure ‘A’ 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT ARRIVED AT 
UNDER SECTION 12 (3) OF THE INDUSTRIAL DIS- 
PUTES ACT 1947 IN THE OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT 
LABOUR COMMISSIONER (CENTRAL), CHHIND- 
WARA ON 8TH OCTOBER, 1971. 

Representing Management. 

1. Shri U. P. Cbanchani. Director, Newton Chickly 
Colliery, P. O. Parasia. 

2 Shri B. P. Dabral, Chief Personnel Officer, 
Newton Chickly Colliery, P.O. Parasia. 

3. Shri S. B. Katiyar, Personnel Officer, Newton 
Chickly Colliery, P.O. Parasia, District Chhind- 
wara (M. P.). 

Representing workmen. 

1. Shri B. P. Sharma, President. 

2. Shri Shyam Lai, Vice-President. 

3. Shri R. P. Vishwakarma, Vice-President. 

4. Shri V. N. Dutta, General Secretary. 

.9. Shri N. B. Choudhary, Treasurer. 

6. Shri B. M. Siddiqul, Branch President. 

7. Shri Radhey Shyam Singh, Branch Secretary. 

(Sd.) O. P. Gupta, 
Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), 
Chhlndwara. 

Short Recital of Case 

The M. P. Rashtriya Koyala Khadan Mazdoor Sangh 
(INTUC), Chandametta vide letter No. INTUC/5/71/ 
510. dated 4th September, 1971, served a strike notice 
on the management of Newton Chickly Cllliery, P.O 
Parasia over a Charter of 11 demands. Conciliation 
proceedings in the dispute were held on 10th Septem- 
ber, 1971 and lflth September, 1971. A failure of con- 
ciliation report was submitted to the Government on 
17th September, 1971. Tbe union resorted to strike 
with effect from 20th September, 1971. There after 
the parties discussed the matter matually at various 
times. Ultimately +he parties again approached the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Chbindwara 
for using his good officees to resolve the dispute. Con- 
ciliation proceedings in the dispute were again held 
on Rth October, 1971 in the office of the Assistant Labour 
rnmmisslonor (Central). Chhlndwara. After prolonged 
discussions the parties agreed to the following terms 
of settlement- - 

Terms of Settlement 

Demand No. 1 

It has been settled between the parties mutually. 


Demand Ncf , 2 

Agreed that the issue of Profit Sharing Bonus shall 
be referred to the arbitration of the Chief Labour Com- 
missioner (Central), New Delhi or any other Arbitra- 
tor as agreed to between the parties. 

Demand No. 3 & 4 

Agreed that in view of the Contract Lebour (Regu- 
lation & Abolition) Act 1970 having come into force, 
all those workmen who are required to be brought on 
the Company’s rolls shall be so brought, considering 
their seniority and skill, in consultation with the de- 
partmental officers and the union representatives. 

Demand No. 5 

Agreed that any case of non-implementation of 
mutual settlement in respect of sick-khurakl shall be 
brought to the notice of the management and the same 
shall be considered. Agreed further, that in case of a 
dispute in respect of sickness of any workmen, the 
same shall be referred to the Medical Officer, Regional 
Hospital of Coal Mines Welfare Organization, Junnor- 
deo, whose decision shall be final. The bus fare in 
this connection shall be paid by the management. 

Demand No. 6(a) 

Agreed that 4 persons out of the list submitted to 
the Labour Enforcement Officer (Central), Chhindwara 
on 13lh September, 1971 by the Union, shall be taken 
as drivers in accordance with their seniority. Shri 
Mohan Singh shall continue to be as Chowkidar. The 
apprentice-drivers having been employed for various 
companies under the same management shall not be 
considered, but shall be transferred to the other 
companies within a month for payment etc. from their 
account. 

Demand No. 6(b) 

Agreed that the overtime work by the four drivers 
shall be paid as per the Mines Act, i.e. double the 
wages, instead of fixed allowance being paid present- 
ly. Any bed-rent or diet-allowance paid to the dri- 
vers, when out of station, shall however continue to 
be paid as Is being done. 

Demand No. 7 

Agreed that this issue is withdrawn by the Union, 
Demand No. 8 

Agreed that the Union will give a list of such persons 
who are officiating on higher posts and are not given 
difference payable for work in the higher category. 
The management shall consider all such cases. 

Demand No. 9 

Agreed that in case of new appointment preference 
shall be given to the dependants of workers and ex- 
workers considering their skill and suitability, in con- 
sultation with the Branch Union. 

Demand Nd. 10 

Agreed that the management undertakes to consider 
within a month of the union's submitting their list of 
cases of alleged wrong categorisation which remain 
to be settled, in accordance with the principles laid 
down In the Wage Board Recommendations, 

Demand No. 11 

Agreed that Dressers shall be put in Category IV 
and they shall not be paid any separate allowance for 
drilling work. The rate of incentive shall be 25 palse 
instead of 1 5 paise per tub for over and above 15 tubs. 

Agreed further that Dressers getting Rs, 6.80 basic 
shall be paid Rs. 7.50 oai.se, those getting Rs, 6.50 
basic shall be paid Rs. 7 30 basic and those getting 
Rs, 6.35 basic shpl] he paid Rs, 7,10 basic, 
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Agreed that there shall be no victimisation of the 
workers for their participation, in strike and the manage- 
ment shall withdraw show-cause notices Issued to any 
worker in this respect. 

In view of the above settlement the Union agrees 
to call oil the btrike with effect from the third shift of 
8th October, 1971. 


Vs. 

Their workmen. 

Appearances : 

For employers. — S/Sri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate & 
L. H. Tarvatiyar, Law Officer. 

For workmen . — Shri D. Narsingh, Advocate. 


The parties agreed to send report of implementation 
of this settlement to the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner (Central), Chhlndwara by 31st December, 1971. 


Industry: Coal State: Bihar. 

Dhanbad, dated the 31st January, 1972. 


(Sd.) 

U. 

P. 

Ciianchani, 

(Sd.) 

B. 

P. 

Dabkal. 

(Sd.) 

S. 

B. 

Katiyar. 

(Sd.) 

B. 

P. 

Sharma. 

[Sd.) 

Shyam Lal. 

(Sd.) 

N. 

P. 

VlSHWAKARMA, 

(Sd.) 

V. 

N. 

Dutta. 

(Sd.) 

N. 

B. 

Choudhary, 

(Sd.) 

B. 

M. 

Siddiqux 

(Sd.) 

R. 

S. 

Singh. 


(Sd.) O. P. Gupta, 

Assistant Labour Commlssioner(Central), 
Chhindwara. 


Witness: 

1. (Sd.) R. M. Chullani, L.E.O. (C). 

2. (Sd.)P. A. Panicher. 

Chhindwara. 

8th October, 1971. [No. F. CHA-83(10)/71 ] 

True Copy 
Certified. 

For and on behalf of 

The Newton Chickli Collieries Ltd. 

Director. 

Verified by Shri S- B. Katiar, for the Management 
and by Sri V. N. Dutta, General Secretary of M. P. 
Rashtriya Koyala Khadan Mazdoor Sangh. Both 
ol them are Indentifled by Sri G. P. Chaube, Clerk of 
this Tribunal, 

(Sd.) V. N. Datta (Sd.) M. Chandra, 

(Sd.) 3. B. Katiar. Presiding Officer, 

4-12-1971. 


AWARD 


1. The Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment &. Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour & Employment) being of the opinion that an 
industrial dispute exists between the employers in rela- 
tion to the Jamadoba Colliery of Messrs Tata Iron and 
Steffi Company Limited, Post Office Jeaigora, District 
Dhanbad and their workmen, by its order No. 2/123/ 
66-LRll dated the 11th of October, 1966 referred to the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad undei 
Section 10(l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 fur 
adjudication the dispute in respect ol the matters speci- 
fied in the Schedule annexed thereto. The Schedule is 
extracted below : — 


Schedule 

"Whether the dismissal of Shri Teja Singh, Heavy 
Tyndal, with effect from the 3rd May, 1966 and 
Snn Siddique Sherwan, Feeder Attendant, witn 
effect from tne 5th March, 1U66 by the manage- 
ment of the Jamadoba Colliery ol Messrs Tata 
Iron and Steel Company amounts to victimisa- 
tion for trade union activities, and if so, to 
what relief are the workmen entilied?” 


„ 2 - Tui B . re fer en ce was registered as Reference No. 139 
of 1966 in the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Dhanbad. Later on, the Central Government by its 
order No. 8/25/67-LRII, dated the 8th of May, 1967, 
transferred the Industrial Dispute to the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Dhanbad where it 
was registered as Reference No. 176 of 1967. The re- 
ference was subsequently transferred to this Tribunal by 
the Central Government by its subsequent Order 
No. 8/71/68-LRII, dated the 13th of August, 1968 and 
it was . re-numbered In, this Tribunal as reference No. 

OX loDiJ. 


Part of Award 

(Sd-i) M. Chandra, 

Industrial Trlbunal-cum-Labour Court, (Central). 
Jabalpur. 


[No. L/22011/9/71-LRII.] 

New Delhi, the 14 th February 1972 

S.O. 754,— In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 3), Dhan- 
bad, in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Jamadoba Colliery of 
Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company, Post Office Jeal- 
gora. District Dhanbad, and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 8th Febru- 
ary, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. 3) AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. 47 of 1968 

Present : 

Bhawani Sankar Tripathi, Presiding Officer. 
Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Jamadoba Colliery 


3. On behalf of the concerned workmen the dispute 
was sponsored by Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat and a 
written statement dated 27lh October, 1966 was filed by 
the said Panchayat. The employers filed their written 
statement on 5th February, 1968. The hearing of the 
reference was taken up by my predecessor-in-offlce 
Sri Saehidanand Sinha, before whom both documentary 
and oral evidence were adduced on behalf of both the 
parties. I hereafter on hearing both the parties he gave 
his award on 16th April, 1969. He found that the dis- 
missal of Sn Teja Singh, Heavy Tyndal, with efiect 
from 3rd May. 1966 and Sri Siddique Sherwan, Feeder 
Attendant, with effect from the 5th of March, 1966 
amounts to victimisation for their trade union activities 
Accordingiy, it was held further that Sri Teja Singh 
and Siddique Sherwan are entitled to be reinstated with 
full back wages from the date of their dismissal, ie 
from the 3rd May, 1966 and the 5th March, 1966 res- 
pectively upto the date of reinstatement along with 
continuity of service. 

4. I may mention at this place that a separate charge- 
sheet was issued to each of the two workmen with the 
allegation of misconduct on their part, as mentioned 
therein, whereupon there was domestic enquiry in two 
separate departmental proceedings, one against Sri Teja 
Singh and the other against Sri Siddique. The enquiry 
officer found both the workmen guilty of the charges 
against them. The management accepted the finding of 
the enquiry officer in the departmental enquiries and 
issued letter of dismissal to the said workmen* My 
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predecussor-in-Gffi.ee in his award, referred to above, 
came to the conclusion tnat the depart mental enquiries 
were not iaix ana puoper and so the dismissal ot the 
concerned workmen was iiot justified. 

5. As against aic said awaxd the management filed a 
writ petiUcn (Livil v¥r*t Jurisdiction Case No. 8b 7 oi 
1969) under articles „26 and 22/ of the constitution of 
India oefore the Hon'Die High Couit at Patna, wnich 
was disposed of Dy the Hon’oie Court as per judgement 
daiea the oth ox August, 1971. Their noraships set 
aside the award and rewarded the reference to tnis 
'Irnounai for a fresh adjudication on the evidence 
already adduced by me parties in accordance with the 
law and m the ugut of judgment ol the Hon' Ole Court. 
'I heir Lordships held that me finding recorded by this 
Triounai that the departmental enquiries were not fair 
aid pzoper was beyond the scope ol the reference, that 
tlie 'iriounal was not called upon to go into the ques- 
tion as to whether the dismissal order was justified or 
not, that the Tribunal was to find only as to whether 
tile dismissal was by way of victimisation or unfair 
labour practice, anu that the hnding of victimisation 
recorded by the Tribunal can not be upheld as it is 
based upon the discussion of no evidence or circum- 
stances, except some pointed out in paragraph 18 of me 
Tribunal’s Award, which by themselves could not lead 
to that conclusion. 


6. After remand, as a result of the decision in the 
writ petition, said above, the reference was heard on 
the evidence already adduced by both the parties. At 
the time of hearing the employers were represented by 
Sri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate and the workmen were 
represented by Snn L). Narsingh, Advocate. 


7. According to the written statement of the workmen 
the management declared 8+ per cent profit sharing 
oonus to their workmen and the workmen belonging to 
different unions, Including Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat 
of which the concerned workmen Sri Teja Singh, and 
Sri Siddique Sherwan were the members, protested to 
the quantum of the bonus declared by the management. 
However, on 29th September, 1965 the management 1 
started distributing profit sharing bonus to the workmen 
when a few people wanted to receive the same and out 
of a large number of woirkmen collected there, some 
persuaded their fellow workmen not to lift the bonus 
as the matter was under dispute. It is said that the 
management picked-up some workmen and issued 
chargesheets to them and thereafter departmental 
enquiry was started agamst them wiln a view to 
frighten the workmen who v»t.ve not lifting bonus. The 
allegation further is that in the departmental enquiry 
there was no eviaence to prove that the concerned 
workmen Sri Teja Singh and Sn Siddique were seen by 
any body in taking pait in peivuading the workmen not 
to lift bonus ox- doing any other overt act, and that 
Sri Siddique was even denied natural justice inasmuch 
as his request to the Enqunyii g Officer to hold depart- 
mental enquiry at a place convenient to him was not 
accepted. It is said that the whole enquiry proceeding 
svas biased and vitiated by preconceived design to creat 
Eear among the workmen who were protesting against 
the quantum of bonus declared by the management 
which amounts to unfair labour practice. 


8. According to the employer, as stated by them in 
their written statement, they are not aware if Sri Teja 
Singh and Sii Siddique were members of Koyala Maz- 
loor Panchayat or of any union at all at the relevant 
time. It is said that on 29th September, 1965 when 
oonus was being paid to the workmen of Jamadoba 
Colliery, Sri Teja Singh and Sri Siddique were standing 
with about 100 persons near the garage in front of the 
‘‘ffice of the Manager of the colliery and at the instance 
of Sri Sobian Singh Heavy Tyndal Mazdoor, Washing 
Plant Sri Teja Singh and Sri Siddique threatened those 
,vho were accepting payment of bonus and they led the 
mob towards Sri S, N. Singh, the Legal Assistant in a 
violent attitude for assaulting him and also shouted 


abused on him. They also led the mob towards the 
payment counter and insisted the mob to assault the 
workmen .who were drawing bonus and also the officers 
of the Company, with the result that all those who had 
come to take bonus, except 4 workmen who had already 
taken the same, lett the place without drawing the bonus 
out of fear. On account of the above misconduct on 
the part of Sri Teja Singh and Sri S.ddique, the em- 
ployers state, chargesheets dated 8th October, 1965 were 
issued to them and they submitted their replies deny- 
ing the charges. The departmental enquiry against 
Sri Teja Singh and that against Sri Siddique were held 
separately. Sri Teja Singh attended the departmental 
enquiry against him and he was given full opportunity 
to cross-examine the witnesses of the management and 
to defend himself. After enquiry the Enquirying Officer 
found the charge against him to have been established 
and thereafter Sri Teja Singh was dismissed by the 
management by their letter dated the 3id May, 1966. 
in the departmental enquiry against Sri Siddique 11th 
November, 1965 was the date fixed for hearing and on 
that date on the petition for adjournment filed on behalf 
of the concerned workman, the enquiry was postponed 
to 18th November, 1965 and Sri Siddique was informed 
of it. On 18th November, 1965 Siddique did not turn 
up and still one more chance was given to him to 
attend the enquiry which was fixed to 22nd November, 
1965. On 22nd November, 1965 Sri Siddique did not 
attend the enquiry and thus the enquiiy was held in his 
absence. On the evidence adduced before the Enquiry- 
ing Officer he came to the conclusion that the charges 
of misconduct as against Sri Siddique were established 
and the management after accepting the report of the 
enquiry officer dismissed Sri Siddique with effect from 
5th March, 1966. The case of the employers is that the 
departmental enquiries were fair, proper and were con- 
ducted after observing the principles of natural justice. 

9. From the reference itself it will appear that the 
point for adjudication by the Tribunal is not about the 
propriety or fairness in conducting the departmental 
proceeding or whether the order of dismissal of the 
concerned workmen was justified or not. The point for 
adjudication is whether the dismissal of the concerned 
workmen amounts to victimization for trade union acti- 
vities. Sri D. Narsingh, Advoate of the workmen in 
course of argument frankly conceded this to be the 
scop.e of the reference and not the propriety or other- 
wise of the departmental proceedings. 

10. Exts. M-l to M-19 are the documents relating to 
the domestic enquiries made against the concerned 
workman Sri Teja Singh and Sri Siddique. Ext. M-5 is 
the copy of Certified Standing Order. The charge 
against the workmen was misconduct punishable under 
clause 19(5) of the said standing order for riotous and 
indecent behaviour. Ext. M-l to M-4, M-16 and M-17 
relate to the entire proceeding against Sri Teja Singh, 
beginning from the issue of chargesheet till the issue of 
the letter of his dismissal. Similarly Exts. M-6 to M-14, 
M-18 and M-19 are the relavant documents 1 relating to 
the charge against Sri Siddique ending with the issue 
of letter of his dismissal. The chargesheet issued to 
both the workmen is the same (vide Exts. M-l and M-6) 
and the replies of both the workmen to the chargesheet 
are also the same (vide Exts. M-2 and M-7). The 
chargesheet reads as follows: — 

“On 29th September, . 1965 at about 3.20 p.m. you 
were standing with about 100 persons near the 
garage (by the side of the compressor) in front 
of the office of the Manager, Jamadoba 
Cplliery. At the instance of Sri Sobran Singh, 
Heavy Tyndal Mazdoor, Washing Plant, you 
threatened those who were accepting payment 
of their ordinance bonus shouting JO BONUS 
UTHAYEGA USKA HADI PASLI TOR DENGE 
SINGH SAHEB SALA SAB KO BONUS 
DILATA HAI USKO MARO’. You led the mob 
towards Sri S. N. Singh in a violent attitude for 
assaulting him and had also shouted abuses on 
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him. You also led the mob towards the pay- 
ment counter but were prevented trom reaching 
there by the watchmen and police force. 

This misconduct is punishable under clause 19(5) of 
our Standing Oidors tor riotous and indecent 
behaviour." 

11. In their reply the concerned workmen made out 
defence to tne euect that the charge against them was 
entirely false, tnat tney weie not piesenl at the tunc oil 
the aiicgect occurrence, that with a view to victimise 
them tor refusing to take pioflt sharing bonus the fa±se 
charge was fabucated against them, that they were 
irnpiie..ted in as case u/s 107 Cr. P. C. along with 
others as they are active members of Codiery Mazcloor 
Sangh and due to hostility on account of trade union 
activities this attempt io victimise was made, and that 
the management pressed iu peisuade the workers to 
■fepRW mss bonus, buL as they reiused to do so, the 
management framed the charge agamst them by way of 
revenge. Ext. M-3 scries are tne notices of enquiry 
relating to the inio. .notion given to the concerned 
workman T~ja Singh about the dates of enquiry. Exts. 
IVi-a to M-14 are the notices of enquiry relating to the 
domestic enquiry against Sri Slddique Ext. M-lti is the 
enquiry proceeding relating to the enquiry against 
Sri 1’eja Singh and Ext. M-18 is the enquiry proceeding 
i elating to the enquiry against Sri Slddique in the afore- 
said domestic enquiries. Ext. M-17 is the enquiry report 
relating to the domestic enquiry against the workman 
Sri Teja Singh and Ext. 1VI-1U is the enquiry report in 
the domestic enquiry against the workman Sii Slddique. 
The enquiry ottlcer has found the charges to have been 
proved against both the workmen. It appears that the 
management accepted the report of the enquiry officer 
and issued letters of dismissal to both the workmen 
(aide Exts. M-4 relating to Sii Teja Singh and Ext. M-9 
relating to Sri Siddique). In the domestic enquiries six 
witnesses were examined on behalf of the management, 

If!. The genuineness of the documents aforesaid has 
not been disputed on behalf of the workmen. I have 
caiefuLy gone through the documents relating to the 
domestic enquiries In question. There is nothing on 
record to show that the domestic enquiries agamst the 
concerned wommen was improper or unfair in any way. 
It appears further that in the domestic enquiries the 
concerned workmen were given full opportunity to 
dciend themselves and to cross-examine the witnesses of 
the management. The enquiries conducted by the En- 
quiry Officer have not been shown to me as to be viola- 
thte of the principles of natural justice in any way. 

J3. I have already said above that the question for 
deterrm nation m Ihe pres lit reference is not as to the 
propuety or otherwise of the dismissal of ihe concerned 
workmen by the management of .Tamadoha Colliery but 
it is as to whether the dismissal of the said workmen 
amounts to victimisation for their trade union activities. 

14. On behalf of th° management 4 witnesses have 
been examined and they are MW-1 Sri N. K. Prasad, 
Senior Welfare Officer at Digwadih Coiliery, MW-2 
Srt S N Singh, the Logn < Assistant in Tata Collieries, 
MW-3 Sri T. K. Prasad, Welfare Officer, working in 
■Tamadoha during the relavant time, and MW-4 Sri S. M. 
M. Safvi, Manager, Coal Washing Plant. .Tamadoha. 
Workman Sri Teja Singh has been examined as Wff-i 
and the wo durian Sri Sir 1 clique has been examined as 
WW -2 and they are th~ only witnesses examined in the 
present reference on behoif of the workmen. 

15. The learned Advocate of the management pointed 
out that the workmen themselves have not said m their 
evidence whether they were members of any union or 
were office bearers of any trade union and ’what their 
trade union activities w r - e, on account rf which they 
were dismissed by the management by way of victi- 
mization. Fo far as wit'ieescs of the management are 
concerned MW-1 is Enqcrrying Officer, who had en- 
quired into the charges against the concerned workmen 
and he is a witness on the point of domestic enquiries 


made by him. He has given evidence in support of the 
marge against the concerned workmen in the domestic 
enquiries and has denied the fact that these workmen 
were victimised for their trade union activities. He has 
Slated lurtner that he cioes not know tnat the workmen 
concerned were tne members of any union at all. 
M.W-3 has a^so denied to have been any knowledge that 
the concerned workmen Sri Teja Singh and Sri Slddique 
Shcrwan were the members oi any trade union. In the 
cross-examination oi MW-2 and MW-3 no suggestion 
even was made that the concerned workmen were 
membeis of any union at all at the relevant time. 
■vivV-f: is the Manager of the Washing Plant. Accord- 
ing io him he is not aware that Shn Slddique 
was a member of any tiadc union. He has 
denied the fact that nis dismissal was due to 
the act of victimisation. There has been no 
cross-examination of the witnesses on the point under 
consideration. It comes to this, therefore, tnat the evi- 
dence adduced by the parties does not show that th« 
concerned workmen were members of any trade union 
or that tney had any trade union activities which was 
the reason for iheir dismissal from the services by the 
management. On behalf of the workmen tne suomis- 
sion is that according to the case of the management 
m the domestic enquiries these workmen had asked the 
other workmen not to accept the bonus as the bonus 
winch was given by the management was at a less rate 
and this amounts to trade union activity and it must 
accordingly be held lhai the concerned workmen were 
dismissed on account of their t>ade union activities, I 
am unable to accept this submission, in view of the 
evidence and circumstances on record. 

16. The charge framed and proved against the work- 
men will show that they threatened to break the bones 
of tnose workmen who 'would accept bonus, abused Sri 
S. N. Singh and incited the workmen to assault him 
and led the mob towards Sri S. N. Singh m a violent 
attitude to assault him. Thus it cannot be said that 
the dismissal of the concerned workmen wag simply 
tor their asking the other workmen not to accept less 
bonus. 

17. It has next been submitted on behaif of the 
workmen tnat Sri Teja Singh and Sri Siddique were in 
service of the management for 20 years and 30 years 
respectively at the time they were dismissed and there 
is nothing to show anything against their service record 
and in that view of the matter the punishment of dis- 
missal indicted on them is too severe and dispropor- 
tionate with the gravity of the otfcnce proved agamst 
them, which by Itself goes to prove that the concerned 
v, orkmen were dismissed on account of their trade union 
activities. I have already mentioned above the different 
acts oi riotous and disorderly behaviour proved against 
th= wirkmen in the domestic enquires. In my opinion, 
tnese acts will not justify punishment other than the 
punishment of dismissal, I do not accordingly accept 
Lhe su imission on behalf of the workmen to draw an 
inference from the above facts that on account of trade 
union activities of the coni erned workmen were dis- 
missed from service. 

1H. In view of the ilndings recorded above my answer 
io the ft ist part of the reference is that the dismissal 
of Sri Teja Singh, Heavy Tyndal, with effect from the 
3rd May, 1986 and Sri Siddique, Sherwan, Feeder 
Attendant, with effect from the 5th March, 1966 by lhe 
management of the Jamadoba Colliery of Messers Tata 
Iron and Steel Company does not amount to victimisa- 
tion for trade union activities. As such, my answer to 
lhe send part of the reference is that the workmen are 
not i Milled to any relief in the present reference. 

19. This is my award. Let the award be submitted to 
to the Ministry under Section 15 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) Bha Want Sankar Tiupathi, 

Presiding Officer. 

Central Govt. Industrial 
Tribunal (No. 3), Dhanbad. 

[No, 2/I23/66-LRII.J 
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New Delhi , th e 17 th February 1972 

S.O. 755. — In pursuance ol section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 cf 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes Ihe following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 2) 
Bombay in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers In relation to the management of Ivan Milu- 
tinovic Pim, Gosalia Building Vasco-de-Gama and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 3th February! 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUST- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-2/1 of 1971 

Employers In Relation to the Management of Ivan 

Milutinovic Fitn, Gosalia Bldg., Vasco-de-Gama. 

And 

Their Workman Shri S. B. Jadhav. 

Present : 

Shri N. K. Vani, Presiding Officer. 

.Appearances : 

For the employers.— Shri Maneck Gagrat, Advo 
cate. 

For the workman . — Shri R. G. Menon, Advocate. 

Industry; Stone Quarry. State: Goa, 

Daman and Dlu 

Bombay, the 1st February, 1972 
AWARD 

By order No, 12(30)/70-LR-lV dated 18th January, 
1970 (correct year 1971) the Central Government in the 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) in exercise 
of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 
1947) referred to this Tribunal for adjudication an 
industrial dispute existing between the employers In 
relation to the management of Ivan Milutinovic Plm, 
Gosalia Bldg., Vasco-de-Gama and their workman Shri 
S. B, Jadhav in respect of the matter specified in the 
Schedule mentioned below: — 

“Schedule 

Whether the action cf the management of Ivan 
Milutinovic-Pim Vasco-de-Gama in discharging 
the workman Shri S. B. Jadhav, Ex-Helper 
(Truxcavator), with effect from the 6th June, 
1970, is justified? If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled?” 

£. The facts giving rise to this reference are as 
follows : — 

3. The workman Shri S. B. Jadhav was working as 
helper with Ivan Milutinovie-Plm (hereinafter referred 
to as the company) In Bombay office. The Chief Engi- 
neer vide Ref: KR/338/69 dated 15th October, 1969 
confirmed him as helper with effect from 11th April, 
1969, vide Ex. 11/W- Thereafter Shri Jadhav was 
transferred to Goa to work as a helper by the company. 

4. On 30th April, 1970 show cause notice as men- 
tioned below was issued to the workman by the Project 
Manager. 

"Shri S. B, Jadhav (Helper), Opp. State Bank 
of India, Pan Shop Nc. 143, Vasco-de-Gama. 

It is reported that you are remaining absent with- 
out permission with effect from 17th April, 
1970. This alleged act of yours is highly 
objectionable for which you are required to 
show cause why disciplinary action should not 
be taken against you- Your written explana- 
tion should reach the undersigned within 48 
hours from the date of this notice, failing 
which we will be constrained to take further 
action in the matter.” 


5. On 9th May, 1970 chargesheet as mentioned below 
was issued to Shri S. B. Jadhav (helper), Ex. 24/W. 

“You were issued with a show cause notice No. 
KBM dated 30th April, 1970 for remaining 
absent without permission with effect from 
17th April, 1970 and that you were asked to 
submit your written explanation within 48 
hours from the receipt of that letter failing 
which the management would proceed further 
In the matter. You did not give any written 
explanation to that effect. 

On further enquiry it was reported by you that as 
you are Helptr to the Traxcavator no other job 
even akin to it would be dene by you and that 
would do the job of Helper to the Traxcavator 
Operator only. You therefore preferred to re- 
main absent instead of abiding by the instruc- 
tions given to you by your superiors. T*' 
sort of behaviour of yours is highly object!! 
able for which you are hereby chargesheetdd. 

A written enquiry into the matter will be conducted 
on Thursday the 14th May, 1970 at 2.30 f-m. 
in Vasco-de-Gama Office Building called 
Gesallo Building, in the 3rd Floor, when you 
are required to remain present alongwith your 
witnesses If any. If you fail to attend the en- 
quiry as demanded in this letter of charge, an 
ex-parte decision will be arrived at in your 
absence and the same will be binding on you. 
In the meanwhile, if you so desire you may 
submit your written explanation." 

0. In pursuance of the chargesheet referred to above 
enquiry was held against Shri Jadhav on 25th May, 
1970. In that enquiry he was found guilty of the mis- 
conduct alleged to have been eoinmited by him. The 
Project Manager therefore passed order No. 573 /KBM 
dated 6th June, 1970 (Ex. 1H/W) discharging him from 
service. That order is as follows: — 

“Further to the letter of charge No. 451/KBM of 
9th May, 1970 a written enquiry was held on 
25th May, 1970 into the charge held against 
you. 

From the proceedings of the enquiry we find that 
tuli opportunity was given to you and that 
you fully participated in the enquiry. 

We have carefuiy gone through the records of 
enquiry the connected papers and findings of 
the Enquiry and have come to the conclusion 
that the charge levelled against you have been 
sufficiently proved. 

Under the circumstances, we would have been 
justilied in dismissing you from service. How- 
ever, as a generous gesture it has been decided 
to discharge you from service. 

Accordigly, you are hereby discharged from ser- 
vice with effect from the date of this letter. 

Your final settlement dues can be collected by 
you from the office at any time during the 
office hours. 

You are advised to return company’s stores, if any, 
issued to you before collection of your final 
settlement, surrender the entry pass, if given 
to you and vacate the accommodation.” 

7. As Shri Jadhav was discharged from services he 
raised industrial dispute with the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (C) Vascs-de-Gama. He tried to bring 
about conciliation but in vain, He therefore submitted 
his failure of conciliation repoit to the Government. 
The Government of India thereafter referred this dis- 
pute to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

8. The employee Shri Jadhav has filed written state- 
ment at Ex. 2/W. His main contention is that the 
order of discharge passed by the company is illegal, 
void and inoperative on various grounds and reasons 
as mentioned in his written statement. 
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9. The company has filed "tatmnenl under Rule 10B 
0> of the Industrial Dispute* (Central! Rul''s. 1937 nt 
Ex. 1 /E and reminder at Ex. 3/E. The company’ 1 ; 
rase is that the aclion of discharge taken against Shri 
Jadhav is proper nnd lust The romoanv has tried te 
show a" to how th- enquiry held agnmst Shri Jadhav 
was fair and lust. 

10 The pnirlnvep Shri Jadhav hns filed his affidavit 
at E->- 1/W end produced number of documents at 

Ex 5/W to 24/W. 

IT The Personnel Officer of the company has filed 
affidavit at Ex. n 3/E and produced some documents at 
Ex. 26/E to 36/E. 

12. After taking name ndiournments, both the par- 
+ ; *" t "farted negotiation" and settled the dispute by 
awicnhle settlement. That settlement Ex. 37/EW is 
follows: — 

"Man tf filonse th>s IJon'hle Tribunal: 

The pvt ’’ or +o the abov" reference have arrived 
at a settlement and pray that an award be 
made in terms thereof: 


Terms of Settlement 

1. The Company abovenamed has agreed to pay an 
ex-gratia sum of Rs. 950 to Shri S, B. Jadhav. It is 
further agreed that earned leave wages which may be 
due to Shri S. B. Jadhav will be paid to him in addi- 
tion to the aforesaid ex-gratia sum, 

2. Shri S. B, Jadhav has agreed and accepted the 
above terms in full and final settlement of all his 
claims and does not press for his demand for reinstate- 
ment. 

3. The payment as agreed to in clause I above will 
be paid to Shri S. B. Jadhav on or before 20th Janu- 
ary 1972 at Bombay. 

Bombay, dated 14th January, 1972. 

Witness: 

(1) (Sd.) M. A. Gagrat, (Sd.) Illegible 
Advocate for the For M/s. Ivan Mulitinovic Pim 
Company 

'(2) (Sd.) R. G. Menon, (Sd.) S. B. Jadhav 
Advocate for Shri 
S. B, Jadhav. 


Terms of Settlement 

1 The company abovenamed has agreed to pay ex- 
ora tia sum of Rs 950 to Sb r j R. b. Jadhav It is fur- 
ther agraed +hat earned leave wnaes which may he 
due to Shri S B. ,Tnr]hnv will he raid to him in addi- 
tion to the aforesaid ex-gratia sum. 

?. Shri S R Jadhav U.-ie ,a<Tpprl jvvl accepted f he 
above terms in full nnd final settlement of all his 
claims nnd does not press for his demand for reinstate- 
ment. 


3. The pavroent a" ip j n Gsmse 1 "hove will 

he naid to Shri S. B. Jadhav on or before 20th January 
TO? 9 at Ro-nhav 

Bombay dated 1 «th January 1972" 

13. From t bo forms of settlement referred to above 
it is clear that th° romonuv has agreed to nay an 
er-oratia rim of Rs. 950 to Shri Jadhnv and earned 
leave wav=s whieh may ho due to him in addition, 
and that RhG Jndbqv has agreed to accept the sum in 
full and final fettlem-mt n f bis clnim. He is giving 
up his demand for reinstatement. 


14. T nm saRs'-pd from the terms of settlement bet- 
ween the nartiec, that th n some is fair and reasonable 
md in the interest of both the parties. I therefore 
crept the same and pass the following order: — 

Order 

(i) Av-nrrl is made in terms of settlement Ex. 
37/EW. 

(li) Ex. 37/EW is to form part of this Award. 

(iii) Parties to bear their own costs. 


(Sd.) N. K. Vani, 
Presiding Officer, 
Contra! Government Industrial 
Tribunal No. 2, Bombay. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 


Reference No. CGIT-2/1 of 1971 


Between 

Ivan Milutinovic Pim 
And 

S. B. Vadhav 
In the matter of reinstatement. 

May It rleas> this llon'blr Tribunal: 


The parties to the above reference have arrived at 
settlement and pray that an award be made in terrr 
thereof: 


[No. 12(30)/70-LRIV.] 
Nero Delhi, the 18th February 1972 

S.O. 756. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act 1947 f 14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 3), 
Dhanbad. in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Digwadih 
Collierv of Messrs. Tata Iron and Steel Company 
limited. Post Offiee Jealgorn, District Dhanbad and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 14th February, 1072. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. 3) AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. 63 of 1969 


Present: 

Shri B. S. Tripathi, Presiding Officer. 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Digwadlh 
Colliery of Messrs. Tata Iron and Steel Co. Ltd. 
Vs. 

Their workmen. 

Appearances : 

For Employers,— S/Sri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate, 
L. H. Parvatiyar and 2 others. 

For Workmen.- — None. 

Industry: Coal State: Bihar 

Dhanbad, dated the 3rd February, 1972 
AWARD 

1 . The Central Government in the Ministry of Lab- 
our. Employment & Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour & Emoplymentl being of the opinion that an 
industrial dispute txists between the employers in 
relation to [he management of Djgwadih Colliery of 
Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, Post 
Office Jealgora, District Dhanbad nnd their workmen, 
in respect of the matters mentioned in the Schedule 
annexed thereto, has referred the same for adjudication 
to this Tribunal under Section i0(lHd) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 bv its order No. 2/232/68-LRII 
dated the 28th August, 1969. The Schedule is extracted 
as under: — 

SCHfcDI lt: 

"Whether the action of the management of Digwa- 
dih Colliery of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel 
Company Limited in suspending Shri Budhar 
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Mistry, Mechanical Filler with effect from 
the 8th July, 1968 vide management’s letter 
No. Dig/T5D-68/3602 dated 25-6/1-7-1968 is 
justified? If not, to what relief is the work- 
man entitled?” 

2 The reference was received hy this Tribunal on 
16th September. 1969 when it was registered as 
Reference No. 63 of 1969 and notices were sent to 
both the parties. The industrial dispute out of which 
the present reference arose was sponsored by the 
Congress Mazdoor Sangh, Bihar. The concerned work- 
man of the present reference is one Bhudhar Mistry. 
a Mechanical Fitter, working in Digwadih Colliery of 
Tata Iron & Steel Company limited. He was put 
under suspension for a period of 10 days -with effect 
from 8th July, 1908 by the management as he was 
found guilty of the charge in a departmental enquiry 
held against him. The Union then raised the indus- 
trial dispute in question through its President. 

3. The employers filed wnlten statement in the 
reference on 1st November, 1969 On behalf of the 
workmen written statement was filed on 13th February 
1970. The employers filed a rejoinder to the written 
statement of the workmen on 30th March, 1970. 

4. The case of the employers, as made out in their 
written statement, is as follows : — 

The Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd. has got six collie- 
ries including Malkera-Choitudih and Digwa- 
dls Cdlieries, Previously Shri Bhudhar 
Mistry, the concerned workman, was work- 
ing in Malkera Colliery wherefrom he was 
transferred to Digwadih Colliery and was 
posted as Mechanical Fitter. While he was 
working in Malkera Colliery he was living 
in a quarter of that Colliery. The Welfare 
Officer of Digwadih Colliery was incharge of 
the allotment of houses of that colliery and 
he made allotment of a quarter at that colliery 
to Sri Bhaudhar Mistry and as per his letter 
dated he 27th May, 1968 informed him 
(Bhudhar Mistry). The Welfare Officer ad- 
vised the workman to occupy the quarter 
allotted to him at Digwadih Colliery and to 
hand over the vacant possession of the quarter 
in his possession at Malkera Colliery. Sri 
Bhudhar Mistry did not comply with this 
order, whereupon a chargeshect dated 4th/ 
5th June 1960 was issued to him for disobe- 
dience of that order and a departmental en- 
quiry followed thereafter. The enquiry was 
held in the presence of the concerned 
workman The Enquirying Officer found the 
charge against the concerned workman to have 
hecn established and the management having 
accepted the report of the Enquiry Officer, 
suspended Ihe workman for 10 days with 
effect from 8th July, 1968 bv way of. punish- 
ment. II is snbmjtttd that the order of sus- 
pension is justified. 


5. According to the union Sri Bhudhar Mistry ha: 
been living with his wife and children in the quarte, 
allotted to him at Malkera Colliery for about 18 years 
The Welfare Officer of Digwadih Colliery all of i 
sudden allotted a quarter to the workman at Digwadil 
Colliery and as per his letter dated 27th May, 196! 
asked the workman to vacate the quarter in his pos- 
session at Malkera Colliery with a threat of 'discipli- 
nary action in ihe case of non-compliance. The work- 
man was transfeired. to Digwadih Colliery in the yeai 
1950, and inspite of the fact that Digwadih Collien 
is at a distance of about 17 miles from Malkera Col- 
liery and no quarter was allotted to the workman a 
Digwadih Colliery, he did not protest to the transfer 
joined his duty at Digwadih Colliery and has beer 
doing his duties at Digwadih Colliery faithfully daih 
inourrmg transport cost for going to Digwadih Collien 
from Malkera Colliery. The quarter allotted to bin 
for the (lr«‘ time !n May, 1968 at Digwadih Is inferioi 


to the quarter in occupation of the workman at Mal- 
kera Colliery. It is alleged that the Welfare Officer of 
Digwadih Colliery had no right to direct the work- 
man to vacate the quarter at Malkaro Colliery, il being 
oul side his lunsdiction, that the order of the Welfare 
Officer was therefore, neither lawful nor reasonable 
as to attract Ihe provisions of clause 19 (T) of the 
Certified Standing Orders and that the workman is 
prepared to vacate the quarter at Malkera Colliery, jf 
the quarter which was in occupation of Lakhan Mistry 
at Digwadih Colliery before nj« retirement, still lying 
vacant, is allotted to him Th j workman states that 
th» summary and arbitrary order of the management 
su mending him from service for 10 days was in con- 
travention of the principles of natural justice and lg 
thus unjustified. In view of a]] these, it is alleged, 
(hat the order of the management suspending Bhudhw 
Mistry is liable to be set aside. 


6 From the records it appear that 9th NovemboTr, 
1971 was the date fixed for hearing of the referenc" 
and on this date on a petition for time ffied on behalf 
of the workmen it v r as adiourned to lsi February 1972 
for hearing. On 1st February 1972 the employers 
were ready for hearing but none appeared on behalf 
of the workmen. No step also was taken on behalf of 
the workmen. The case was. however adjourned to 
2nd February. 1972 for er-parte hearing. On 2nd 
February 1972 the employers were reodv with wit- 
nesses hut no body was preseat on behalf of the work- 
men and no step also was t,qk“n on their behalf. The 
hearing of ihe cas* vies accoidmglv token up in the 
absence of the workmen under Rule 2? of Industrial 
Disputes (Central) Rules, 1957. 


7. On behalf of the cmoloys-rs three witnesses were 
examined and thev are S Sri R T. Luther. Welfare 
Officer of Digwadih Colliery (MW-1V R. K. Verma, 
Personnel Officer of the Cowman v (MW-?) and L H. 
Parvatiyar. Law Officer of Tata lion 8c Steel Co. Ltd. 
for the six collieries of the Co. in the District of 
Dhanbad. 

8 Out of the documents exhibited on behalf of the 
employers Ext M-1 is the leitei issued bv MW-1 to 
Sri Bhudhar Mistry asking him to vacate the quarter 
Ui his occupation at Malkera Colliery and to occupy 
he quarter allotted to him at Digwadih Colliery with- 
in 7 days from the date of receipt, of the letter in 
question The letter is dated 27th May, 1968. It has 
been proved by MW-1. The witness states that since 
Bhudhar did not obey his order the Manager of Dig- 
wadih colliery issued chargesheet Ext. M-2 asking the 
workman to show cause why disciplinary aeticr 
■ hould not be taken against him under clause ‘9(1) 

Ihe standing Orders. As the cause shown by the 
workman was found unsatisfactory by the manage- 
ment a domestic enquiry with respect to the said 
r-hargesheet was ordered arl it was conducted by 
T/TW-'i. ’From thp evidence if this witness it appears 
+bnt he conducted the cnquiiy and examined Sri R. I. 
Luther, in presence of the workman who was given 
bill opportunity to cross-examine the witness. The 
Enquirying Officer also recorded the statement of 
Bhudhar Mistrv. Exts. M-3 and M-3 M) are the state- 
ments of Sri R. I. Luther and Sri Bhudhar Mistry 
,-pcncctivelv in the said domestic enquiry. Ext. M-4 
‘s the report submitted by the Enquirying Officer to 
-he Manager of Digwadih Oolliery. In his report Srj 
Verma the Enquirying Officer found the charge 
ipvelled against Sri Bhudhar Mistry to have been 
established. Ext. M-6 is the letter of dismissal issued 
bv the Manager of Digwadih Colliery intimating the 
concerned workman that the charge of disobedience 
of order against him had been ettablishd and accord- 
; ngly fie bad been suspended for 10 days with effect 
from the 8th of July. l q 68 under clause 19(1) of the 
Standing Orders. Ext M-5 is the copv of the certified 
Efandine Orders. MW-3 has proved the documents 
Exts. M-5 and M-6 but he is not a witness on facts 
relating to the facts of the present reference. 

9. No doubt in the domestic enquiry the workman 
was given full opportunity to defend himself and also 



Sec. 3<ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: FEBRUARY 26, 1972/PHALGUNA 7, 1893 


to cross-examine the witness of the ^nagement and 
in that respect the enquiry cannot be dubb-d as unlair 
or improper. But the question that arises 
consideration is as to whether the action of the wotk- 
man amounts to wilful insubordination or disobedi- 
ence of any lawful order of any superior so as to 
mak° him liable for punishment under clause 19(1) 
of the Standing Orders. I consider necessary to 
quote the said clause which runs as follows: — 

“19. Any empolyee may be suspended, fined 
or dismissed without notice or any compen- 
sation in lieu of notice if he is found to be 
guilty of misconduct, provided that suspension 
without pay, whether as a punishment or 
pending enquiry, shall not exceed ten days. 
The following shall denote misconduct: 

(1) Wilful insubordination or disobedience 
whether alone or in combination with an- 
other or others, of any lawful or reason- 
able order of a superior. 


10. The chargesheet issued hi the workman is dated 
24th June, 1968 and is signed by the Manager of 
Digwadih Colliery. It reads as follows: — 

“You were instructed vide our letter No. Dig/WD- 
68/117 dated 27th May, 1968 to occupy the 
quarter No. UJ-8 allotted to you at Digwadih 
Colliery and to give the vacant possession of 
tht quarter of Malkera Colliery in which you 
are living at present, but you have failed to 
do so.” 

11. Ext. M-l is the letter referred to in the charge- 
sheet for disobedience of which chargesheet was issue d 
to the workman. This letter was issued to the work- 
man by Sri R. I. Luther (MW-1) on 27th May, 1968. 
Bv this letter the workman was informed by the 
Welfare Officer that the workman was allotted the 
Quarter mentioned in the chargesheet at Digwadih 
Colliery and the workman was asked to call at the 
Office of the Welfare Officer of Digwadih Colliery to 
sign the agreement forms as required under the terms 
of the occupation of the houses built under the New 
Housing Scheme of the Coal Mines Welfare Housing 
Board within 7 days of the receipt of the letter. The 
workman was also asked to hand over the vacant 
possession of the quarter occupied by him at Malkera 
Colliery to the Welfare Officer of Malkera Colliery 
and obtain a certificate from mm to this effect and to 
bring it to the authorities of the Digwadih Colliery 
and occupy the quarter allotted to him at Digwadih 
Lastly the workman was informed that if he would 
fail to vacate the quarter at Malkera Colliery, the 
•ithority would be forced to take disciplinary action 
Against him. The charge agxTst the workman was 

the disobedisce of the order of the Welfare Officer of 
Digwadih Colliery contained in the said letter. The 
Enquiry Officer has found that there has been dis- 
obedience of the 'aid o'der of the Welfare Officer on 


to be unlawful on any account the question of msub- 
ordiation or disobedience does not arise for non- 
compliance of the same and consequently it will not 
be a act of insubordination or disobedience if the 
newly allotted quarter is not occupied in such a situa- 
tion. 

12. The statement of Sr- R. I. Luther, Welfare 
Officer (MW-1) to the question put to him by the 
Tribunal is as follows: — 

“I was not incharge of the allotment of quarters 
at Malkera Colliery. There is a separate Wel- 
fare Officer at Malkera Colliery and he is the 
incharge of allotment of quarters of that col- 
liery. I had or I have no control over the 
quarters at Malkera Colliery.” 

13. It comes to this therefore, that Sri R. I. Luther 
(MW-1) was not the proper person clothed with 
authority to ask Bhudhar Mis try to vacate the quarter 
in his possession at Malkera Colliery. He as Welfare 
Officer of Digwadih Colliery had no control over the 
auarters in the occupation of Bhudhar Mistry at 
Malkera Colliery. This position is also accepted by 
the learned Advocate of the managment at the time of 
argument. The learned Advocate however submits 
that since Malkera Colliery and Digwadih Collieiy 
belong to the same Co. and the Welfare Officer of 
Digwadih Colliery was an employee of that Co . his 
order asking Bhudhar Misfrv to vaete the quarter at 
Malkera Colliery was a valid and lawful one and the 
disobedience thereof is punishable under clause 19(1) 
of the Standing Orders. I am unable to accept this 
submission in view of the established facts in this 
case. Of course the Company to whom both the colli- 
eries belong had the right xo ask the workman to 
vacate the quarter in possession of any one of the 
collieries belongin'-' to them mid they could also gave 
this authority to any one of their subordinate. In the 
present case, however, it is not the case of the manage- 
ment that the Company had authorisd Sri R. I. 
Luther, the Welfare Officer of Digwadih Colliery, to 
pass any such order on behalf of the Company. Bereft 
of the saffi power Sri R. I. I.uther had no lawful 
authority to deal with tlm quarters of Malkera Colli- 
erv Thus the order of Sri R. I. Luther asking the 
workman to vacate the quarter at Malkera Colliery 
was unlawful and must accordingly be held to be un- 

l lso - That beinF «• disciplinary action 

® ^ -SS Digwadih 

14. In that view of the matter the finding of Enquiry- 
ing Officer that the workman was guiltv of the charge 
•md so liable to be punished under clause 19(1) of 
the Standing Orders and the punishment of suspension 
of Bhudhar Mistry for 10 davs by the management 
under clause 19(1) of the Standing Orders must be set 
aside and I order accordingly. 


the part of the workman and hence he was guilty 
under clause 19 CM of th» standing Orders. From the 
letter of the Welfare Officer Ext. M-l it is clear that 
the Welfare Officer of Digwadih had issued it with 
the sole object that the work- nr should vacate the 
quarter in his occupation at Malkera Colliery. The 
workman was asked to occupy the quarter allotted to 
him at Digwadih Colliery only if he vacates the 
quarter at Malkera Colliery and otbains a certificate 
to that effect from the Welfare Officer of Malkera 
Colliery. The workman was informed that if he would 
not vacate the quarter at Malkera disciplinary action 
would be taken against him. Apparently the occupa- 
tion of the charter a + Digwedffi was dependent on the 
vacation of the quarter at Malkera Colliery by the 
workman The workman could not occupy the quarter 
at Digwadih 'o 'ong as v ’e had not vacated the Quarter 
at Malkera. That being the position, the non-occupation 
of the quarter allotted to the workman at Digwadih 
Colliery bv itself was not to be considered as an act 
-of insubordination disobedience. Again, if the order 
to vacate the quarter at Maffiera Colliery be found 


15. In view of the finding recorded above I hold 
that the action of the management of Digwadih Colii- 
erv of M's. Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., in suspending 
Sri Bhudhar Mistry Mechanical Fitter with effect 
L-om the Rth .Juiv 1968 vide the management’s letter 
No. Dig /15D-68/3602 dated 25-6/1-7-1968 is not justi- 
fied. That being so. the corverned workman will be 
deemed to b» in service of the management without 
suspension during the said pe.iod and will, therefore, 
be entitled to full wages be-Mes other benefits which 
might have accrued during that oeiiod. 

16. This is my award. Let it be submitted to the 
Ministry under Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) B. S. Tripathi, 
Presiding Officer, 

Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
(No. 3), Dhanbad. 

[No. 2/232/68-LRII.] 
BALWANT SINGH, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 11 th February 1972 

i^47 SU (H C Centol^Govern 1 

£ff T*rX’ puMii i TAu^if <2 pSS 

Industrial Tribunal, Bangalore n the ^st Bank 

between the employers m relation to t e ' by 

Limited and their ^°/. k ^ en ; h 7^ h F rb rU ary 1972. 
the Central Government on the An reuiu 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, BANG A- 
LORE 

Dated: 2nd February, 1972. 

PRE Shri Narayan Rai Kudoor, B.A.B.L.,— Presiding 

Officer. 

Central Reference No. 1/1969 

I Party 

Workmen represented by The General Secretary, 
Vijaya Bank Employees Association, Park 
Lodge, Kumara Park West Extern, Bangalore- 

20 . 

Vs. 

II Party 

Management of Vijaya Bank Ltd., I ighthouse Hill 
Road, Mangalore-2 (S.K.). 

Appearances: 

For the I party — Shri H. Sudhakar Shetty, Genera 
Secretary! Vijaya Bank Employees Association. 

Bangalore. 

For the II party— - Sri A. Ramachandra Bhat, 
Superintendent, Establishment Dept., Vijaya 
Bank Ltd., A.O., Bangalore-1. 

reference: 

Government of India Order No. 23/31/69/LRIII o 
30th August, 1969. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, by their Order dated 30th 
August, 1969. referred an industrial dispute existing 
between the employers in relation to Vnaya Bank Ltd . 
and their workmen in respect of the matter specified m 
the schedule annexed thereto, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by Section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section 
(?) of Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute, Act. 1947 
/i 4 of 1947), to this Tribunal for adiudication. Tne 
points of dispute scheduled in the Order o 1 Reference 
reads as follows: — 

“Whether the demand of the workmen °f the 
Vijaya Bank Limited, Mangalore-3 that their 
pe-iod of apprenticeship should be counted for 
purposes of granting annual increment and 
seniority is iustified? If so, to what relief are 
they entitled’” 

2 On receipt of the above reference, it was taken 
on the file of +his Tribunal and registered as Central 
Reference No. 1/1969 

3 Workmen of the Vijava Bank represented bv the 

General Secretary of Hie Vijaya Bank Employees Asso- 
ciation. Coast Road, Coondapoor and the Management 
of the Viiaya Rank Ltd., are the I and the II Party 
respectively in thw dispute. Notires were issued to 
boV 1 the oartie" In pursuance to the notice, Sri A L 
Hebbar, General Secretary of the Vijava Bank Emplo- 
yees Association filed the statement on b“hob of the 
I party inter ” “ -"--t the II Party Manage 

ment- selected oprenticesbip a' clerica. 

trainees for r ear and entrusted them 

with clerical 1 completion of one year 

continuous service, they were appointed as probationer? 


clerks; that their first annual increments were paid 
only after two years’ of service from the date of their 
respective appointment- that according to the Sastry 
Award as modified by Desai Award and bv subsequent 
Bipartite Settlement dated 19th October, 1966, the in- 
crements of such category of emnloyees would be the 
aniversary of the date of their respective appointments; 
that workman shouM normally have the benefit of the 
annual increments: as a matter of course, provided there 
is no -mbstaotiallv good reason to deprive them c* the 
same 1 that the II Partv in blatant disregard of the 
directions contained in the Awards, denied the emnlo- 
vees of their lawful increments bv postnnning the date 
of increment bv one year- that this wrongful postpone- 
ment of + he first increment affected both +he ? r seniority 
and emoluments- that during conciliation proceedings 
before the Asst Labour Cnmrn ; ssioner (CenV^A 
Bangalore the IT Party refused to attend the orocWp- 
invo and defied the authority established bv law: *nd 
•n th°se circumstances it finallv oraved to pass an 
award directing Rre TI Partv to count the period of 
-,ryoT-pntieeshio ot its clerical trainees tor numose of 
granting annual increment and seniority and +o grant 
such other reliefs as it deems fit and n~ou°r with costs. 

a The II Partv filed it= counter statement onnnsing 
{'-e claim mjtforfb bv the I Pa-tv Anart frem disput- 
ing the claim of the I Partv on merits *he TT -o-irtv has 
euestionod the au + horitv and eom-neteuef. of c hri A. L. 
Hebb-,- to repre-ent the vmrVmen as he r-ase^ tp be 
i be ofiVo-bperpr much leSS t V e General goPT-ptarv of 
fbq Vi’a-va Bapk Pmnloveps Association whiph h a S 

esnoured +bg cau-e of the workmen of the T I r’artv. As 
reoa-ds the merits of the claim, it is urwod that the 
candidate"- selected as cle~ical trainees has to undergo 
t>-e, -nipe f or p poniod of one vear. Diming the said 
period necessarv trainin'* i«- imparted to them. On 
eomnlet'no of the t-qjniog SStisfacforV. such pf those 
candidates who w°re found fit and suitable for ioh. 
were annointod as p-nbatiorerv clerks in the service of 
the Bank The increments were paid at the end of 
one voqr's service f-om the date of tboir respective 
apnnintm-mts os nrobatioperv clerks. The period of 
training however was reduced to six months with effect 
from Fehruarv. 1968 Du-ing the period of training, 
all the trainees were civen uniform monthly allowance. 
The allegation that the II Partv had in blatant disre- 
gard to the directions contained in the Awards denied 
emoluments is denied T'-e TI ' D a"tv did no- 1 take part 
in tbe conciliation proceedings as it had rj'gh lv con- 
tended that jn order to come to anv settlement eccuSk 
t"h]e to contend-ng parti°s. the legitimate office-beared 
gf the Associah’on should hp before the Conciliation 
Officer Pr) d not a"v imposter. The dispute raised on 
behalf pf tbe workmen do°s net fal’ within the ambit 
of industrial dispute inasmuch rs 'i A. L Hebbar 
cannot lawfully reoresent tbe Association. It finally 
nrqyed fo~ the reiection of + he reference with a direc- 
tion to the I Party to pay + he costs of the II Party. 

6 The f Party filed a replv justifying the demand 
nutforth bv the workmen and also contending that 
F-i A T, Hehb-ir is entitled to renresent the workmen 
cf *he TI Parfv as he continued to be the General Secre- 
tary of tbe Viiaya Bank Employees Association which 
has espoused the cause of the I Par*v workmen. 

6. Mv Named predecessor has framed the r ollowing 
issues arising out of the pleadings for determination, 
in addition to the points of di-putc scheduled in the 
order of reference- — 

“1 Whether Sri A L Hebbar is comnetent to re- 
present the Viiava Bank Emnlovees Associa- 
tion or the employees of the II Party Bank as 
alleged in the counter statement- 

2 Whether the dispute in question a an indus- 
1-iaI disDute within the meaning of Section 
2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947; 

3. To what reliefs are the parties entitled?” 
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7. When the dispute is pending enquiry, one H. Sud- 
hakar Shetty, stylling himself as General Secretary of 
the Vijaya Bank Employees Association, Park Bodge, 
Kumara Park West Extention, Bangalore, has intervened 
and filed an application dated 20th February, 1970, to im- 
plead him as a party to the proceedings as he is legally 
entitled to represent the workmen oi the II Party in 
the dispute, bung the legally and lawfully elected 
General Secretary of the Vijaya Bank Employees Asso- 
ciation, questioning the competence of Sri A. L. Hebbar 
to represent tne said Association. Sri A. L. Hebbar, 
on behalf of tne I Party, has led his counter to the 
application filed by the Intervener. The Intervener, in 
turn, has filed his reply to the counter filed by che I 
Party and the application was posted for hearing. In 
the meantime, Sri A. L. Hebbar has filed a memo dated 
16th December. 1971, informing that the Intervener may 
b^Hreated as legally entitled to represent the I Party 
agVhe may be impleaded as such and proceeded with 
tflT Reference. Thereupon the Intervener was brought 
on'record to xepresent the workmen of the II Party 
in the dispute. Subsequently, the I Party filed a memo 
dated 31st December, 1971, stating that it has no dis- 
pute with the II Party Management in the matter relat- 
ing to which the reference in question was made to this 
Tribunal for adjudication and dispose of the reference 
as not pressed. 

8. Since the party at whose intance the reference 
was founded, has filed a memo stating that it does not 
press the demand covered under the Order of Reference, 
I 'feel it unnecessary to go into the dispute covered 
under the Order of Reference on merits. In the result, 
I pass an Award rejecting the Reference. In the cir- 
cumstances of the case, I direct the parties to bear 
their own costs. 

(Sd.) Narayan Rax Kudoor, 

Presiding Officer. 

Industrial Tribunal, Bangalore. 

[No. 23/31/69-LR. III.] 

S.O. 758. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the Punjab National Bank and their work- 
men. which was received by the Central Government 
on the 5th February. 1972. ' 


■fcTTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT JABULPUR 


tion 1 0(l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, to 
this Tribunal the following dispute as mentioned in the 
Schedule attached to the Order: 

Schedule 

'‘Whether the action cf the management of the 
Punjab National Bank in terminating the 
services of Shri Vasdev Shivanani, Peon of 
Reengus Branch was justified? If not, to what 
relief is he entitled?” 

Briefly stated, the workman’s case is this: 

Shri Vasdev Shivnani was informed by the manage- 
ment vide l ppomtment letter dated 20th July, 1970 
that he had been appointed as a Peon/ Watchman with 
effect from 25th July, 1970, temporarily for a period 
of two months. Shri Shivnani jemed his duties on 25th 
July, 1970. His services were extended from time to 
time till 31st December, 1970. Thereafter, by a letter 
dated 5th January, 1971 he was given seven days’ notice 
in violation of the provisions of Para 522(4) of the Sas- 
try Award as modified by the Desi Award and Bipartite 
Settlements. Shri Shivnani had put in continuous 
service of 164 days from 25th July, 1970 to 5th Januray, 
1971. The Management, in pursuant of its unfair 
labour practices, did not pay him wages from 9th Oct., 
1970 to 11th October, 1970. Shri Shivnani’s services 
were utilised from 25th July, 1970, against a permanent 
sactioned vacancy of a Peon/Watchman caused by 
the transfer of a permanent hand. Since Shri Shivnani 
had more than 90 days service, he was to be treated as 
Probationer from his original date of appointment in 
accordance with Bipartite Settlement dated 19th 
October, 1966. The management, in terms of Para 
20.8, could fill up the vacancy within three months- 
But the Management did net do so and allowed Shri 
Shivnani to continue. Shri Shivnani, thus, attained 
the status of a Probationer. 

The workmen consequently claim that Shri Shiva- 
nani be treated as a Probationer from 25th July, 1970 
and be re-instated with retrospective effect and paid 
up-to-date wages along with wages for 9th October. 
1970 to 11 October, 1970, along with all other benefits, 
to which permanent hands are entitled. 

The management denied the workman’s allegation 
and alleged that Shri Shivnani’s temporary appein iment 
had not exceeded the period of three .months as 
envisaged in Para 20.8 of the First Bipartite Settle- 
ment, and that the action of the management was not 
in violation of the provisions of the Sastry Award. 
According to the management, the workman is not 
entitled to any relief. 


Case No. C.G.I.T./LC(R)(30) of 1971. 

Present : 

Shri M. Chandra, Presiding Officer. 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the Punjab National 
Bank, Indore. 

Vs. 

Their Workmen represented by the All India 
Punjab National Bank Employees Associa- 
tion. 

Appearances : 

For the Management . — Shri M. K. Jain, Staff Mana- 
ger. 


The parties have, however, now settled the dispute 
and have filed a Settlement today. According to this 
Settlement, Shri Shivnani will be absorbed by the Bank 
as a Probationer Peon-cum-Chowkidar in the first 
available permanent vacancy, at any present or future 
offices in area III in Rajasthan, as a fresh entrant. The 
Settlement is clearly in the interest of the workman as 
well as the management. It is, therefore, accepted, 
and an Award is made in terms of the Settlement, 
which shall form part of the Award. In the circum- 
stances cf the case, the parties will bear their own 
costs. 

Let the Award be sent to the Central Government. 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 

20f h January. 1972. Presiding Officer. 


For the Workmen . — Shri C. L. Bhardwaj, General Sec- 
retary, A.I.P.N.B.E.A. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL, JABALPUR CAMP, NEW DELHI. 


AWARD 

By an Order No. L.12012/32/71-LR-III dated October 
30, 1971, the Central Government referred under Sec- 


Shri Vasdev Shivnani, Ex-Temo. Peon, P.O. Been- 
gus (Rajasthan).— Represented by the Gene- 
ral Secretary, Association of Punjab National 
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Bank Employees, Rajasthan, Imperial Roach 
Ajmer. 

Vs. 

Punjab National Bank, Staff Department, HO 
Parliament Street, New Delhi. 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour and 
Employment, New Delhi has referred the following dis- 
pute for adjudication to this Hon’ble Tribunal: 

1. “Whether the action of the management of the 
Punjab National Bank in terminating the services of 
Shri Vasdev Shivnani, Peon of Reengus Branch was 
justified? If not. to what relief is he entitled? 

2. That the parties have compromised the dispute on 
the following terms: 

(a) that Shri Shivnani will be absorbed by Bank 
as probationer Pecn-cum-Chowkidar in the first 
available permanent vacancy at any present 
or future offices in area III in Rajasthan, as 
a fresh entrant. 

(b) that it is in full and final settlement of the 
claim of the employee before this Hon ble 
Tribunal. 


V?. 

Their workmen represented by the All India Punjab 
National Bank Employees Association. 

Appearances- 

For the Management . — Shri M. K. Jain, Staff. 
Manager. 

For the workmen . — Shri C. L. Bhardwaj, General 
Secretary. A.I.P.N.B.E. Association. 

AWARD 

By an Order No. L-12012/371-LR-III, dated October 
21, 1971, the Central Government referred under Sec- 
tion 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
to this Tribunal the following dispute as mentioned m 
the Schedule attached to the Order: 

Schedule 

'‘Whether the management of Punjab Nat|5hal 
Hank, Central Circle, Indore were justified m 
terminating the services of Sarvas.iri Shyam- 
lal Malu and Mohanlal Thathera, Godown- 
Keepers? Ii not, to what relief are the work- 
men entitled to, and trom what date’'? 

Briefly stated, the workmen’s case is this, 


3. The parties pray that an Award may kindly be 

/en in the terms of the compromise as stated above 

For The All India 
Punjab National Bank Employees’ 

Association, Delhi. 

(Sd.) 

General Secretary, 

26th/27th January, 1972. 

For Punjab National Bank, 
(Sd.) 

Staff Manager. 

Filed and verified by Sri M. K. Jain, Staff Manager, 
for the Management and Sri C. L. Bharadwaj, General 
Secretary of the A.I.P.N.B.E.A. for the workman. 

(Sd.) M. Chandra 

Presiding Officer. 
27 th January, 1972- 

Part of the Award 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 

Presiding Officer. 

28-1-1972. 

[No. F. L-120 12/32/71-LRIIJ J 

S.O. 759- — In pursuance of section 17 of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award oi 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in re- 
lation to the Punjab National Bank and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 
5th February, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 

Case No. C.G.I.T./LC(R) (29) op 1971 

Present: 

Shri M. Chandra. — Presiding Officer. 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the Punjab National Bank, 
Indore. 


Shri Snyamlal Malu was appointed as Gouown-Keeper 
at Gangapur out-station under B/O Bhilwara with 
effect hull May 6, 1967 vide appointment letter dated 
a tn Maj iuui. me said appointment was later ex- 
tended „/ the Bank trom time to time upto October 
al, 1970, without any break in service. Snri Malu 
looked after ihe godowns of several parties at Ganga- 
pur Godown Station during his employment. It is 
ot a permanent nature function from the year 1957 
continuously. Shri Malu stands confirmed with effect 
irom May, 6, 1968 alter completion of one year’s ser- 
vice in terms of para 499 ot the Sastry Award. His 
services were terminated by the Bank on 24th October, 
1970 by paying his dues upto 31st October, 1970 with- 
out proper notice. This shows malafide intention of 
the management. The workmen claim that Shri Malu 
should be treated as confirmed employee with effect 
from May 6, 1968 and paid his dues of arrears with 
all other benefits for which he is entitled in terms of 
Bank Awards with retrospective effect from May 6, 
1968. 

Shri Mohan Lai Thathera, another employee was 
appointed by the Bank as a V 1 at Bhil- 
wara to look after the stocks \ 

pati Products Pvt. Ltd., Bhilwara, with effect 
November 10, 1967 by the Management vide their 
dated luth November, 196 7. His appointment w&o ex- 
tended from tune to time upto 21st November, 1970 
without any break in service. The Account of M/s. 
Rajasthan Vanaspati Products Pvt. Ltd., Bhilwara is of 
a permanent nature and that Snri lhathera should 
be absorbed in the Bank service permanently after the 
completion ot one year s service in terms of Para 499 
ot the Shastry Award. 

The Se. vices of Shri Thathera ware terminated by 
the Bank on 21st November, 1970 without any proper 
notice because be approached the A.L.C., Ajmer, 
through the Union for his permanent absorption in the 
Bank's service. The termination was malafide. The 
workmen claim that the management be directed to 
absorb Shri Thathera permanently in the Bank’s ser- 
vice with effect from 10th November, 1968 after com- 
pletion of one year’s service and to pay all his dues 
including arrears, with all other benefits to which he 
rnay be entitled. 

The Management denied these allegations and alleged 
that the services of both these workers were rightly 
terminated. 

Now the parties have filed a Settlement under which 
Shri Shyamlal Malu and Shri Mohanlal Thathera are 
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to be absorbed by the Bank as fresh entrants In the 
first available permanent vacancies as probationer 
Godown Keepers at any of its present or future offices 
In area III in Rajastan In case tere is only one such 
vacancy available at a time, Shri Malu is to be absorb- 
ed first. 

The Settlement is just and fair and is in the interest 
of both the parties. It is accordingly accepted an 
Award is made in terms of the Settlement which shall 
form part of the Award In the circumstances of the 
case, the parties will bear their own costs 

Let the Award be sent to the Central Government 

(Sd ) M Chandra, 

Presiding Officer 

I'EFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, JABALPUR CAMP, NEW DELHI 

Sarvshri Shyamlal Malu and Mohanlal Thathera Ex- 
lodown Keeper, P O Bhilwara 

Represented by Association of Punjab National Bank 
Employees Raiasthan, Ajmer— -Workman 

Vs 

Punjab National Bank, Staff Department, H O 
Parliament Street, New Delhi — Employer 

1 That the Government of India Minis try of Laboui 
and Employment New Delhi has referred the following 
dispute for adjudication to this Hon ble Tribunal 

(a) ‘Whether the management of Punjab National 
Bank, Central Circle Indjre weie justified m 
terminating the services of Sarvshri Shvamlal 
Malu and Mohanlal Thathera, Godown Keepers ’ 
If not, to what relief are the Woikmen er titled 
to. and from what date’” 


8 That the parties to the Dispute have compromised 
the dispute on the following terms 

(a) that Shri Shyam Lai Malu and Shn Mohanlal 
Thathera will be absorbed by the Bank as 
fresh entrants in the first available permanent 
vacancies as probationer Godown Keepers at 
any of its present or future offices m area III 
in Rajasthan In case there is only one surh 
vacancy available at a time, Shn Malu is to be 
absorbed first 

(b) that it is m the full and final settlement of the 
claim of these employees before the Tilbunal 

3 The parties pray that an Award may kindly be 
given m terms of the aforesaid terms ol compromise 

For the All India Punjab National Bank Employees’ 

Association, Delhi 

(Sd ) For Punjab National Bank 

General Secretaiy (Sd.) 

25/27-1-1972 Staff Manager 

Filed and verified by Sri M K Jain, Staff Manager 
for the Management and Shri C L Bharadwaj General 
Secretary of the A I P N B E A for the workmen 

(Sd ) M Chandra, 

Presiding Officer 
27-1-1972 

Part of the Auard. 

(Sd ) M CH4NBKA 
Presiding Officei 
28-1-72 
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